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Manslaughter  Verdict  Sparks  Riot 


Harry  Britt  (I)  tries  to  talk  police  into  leaving  the  Castro  area. 


By  Dan  Daniel 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  — 
Daniel  James  White  was  found 
guilty  on  May  21  of  voluntary 
manslaughter  in  the  deaths  last 
November  of  San  Francisco 
Mayor  George  Moscone  and  City 
Supervisor  Harvey  Milk.  The  pro¬ 
secuting  attorney  had  sought  a 
conviction  for  first-degree  murder 
and,  subsequently,  the  death  pen¬ 
alty. 

The  jury  of  seven  women  and 
five  men  deliberated  for  nearly  six 
days  in  the  case,  and  according  to 
jury  foreman  George  Mintzer,  a 
first-degree  murder  conviction 
was  never  even  a  possibility  in  the 
minds  of  the  jurors. 

In  a  copyrighted  interview  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  San  Francisco  Exam¬ 
iner,  Mintzer  explained,  “No  one 
could  come  up  with  any  evidence 
that  indicated  premeditation,”  a 
factor  which  in  integral  to  a  first- 
degree  murder  conviction.  “We 
ruled  it  out  quickly,”  said  Mint¬ 
zer,  “.  .  .  there  was  no  doubt 
there  was  an  intent  to  kill.  But  the 
killing  was  done  out  of  a  passion 
that  was  aroused,  given  the 
stresses  he  was  under.  The  issue 
was  ‘a  reasonable  doubt.’  That 
was  the  thing  that  took  the  most 
time  to  find  out.” 

The  options  for  conviction 
available  to  the  jury  ranj^d  from 
first-degree  murder  with  special 
circumstances,  which  carries  a 
sentence  of  death  or  life  imprison¬ 
ment  without  parole,  to  involun¬ 
tary  manslaughter.  The  conviction 


for  voluntary  manslaughter 
carries  a  sentence  of  3-8  years  in 
prison,  with  the  possibility  of  pa¬ 
role.  White’s  sentencing  is  sched¬ 
uled  for  June  19. 

Mental  Illness 

White’s  defense  was  based  on 
the  fact  that  he  was  alleged  to 
have  been  mentally  ill  and  suffer¬ 
ing,  at  the  time  of  the  murders, 
from  a  “diminished  mental  capa¬ 
city.”  He  was  represented  as  being 
severely  depressed,  and  his  con¬ 
tention  was  that  he  could  not  re¬ 
member  the  actual  murders,  but 
did  remember  a  “roaring”  in  his 
ears. 

Mel  Wax,  Press  Secretary  to 
San  Francisco  Mayor  Dianne 
Feinstein,  said  that  the  mayor 
“questions  the  diminished  capa¬ 
city  and  thinks  that  in  many  cases, 
it  is  applied  unevenly.”  Wax  ex¬ 
plained  that  there  was  a  case  re¬ 
cently  in  Palo  Alto  (CA)  involving 
a  “vampire  killer”  who,  accord¬ 
ing  to  Wax,  was  “certainly  nuts, 
and  he  was  sentenced  to  the  gas 
chamber.  His  mental  capacity  was 
certainly  diminished.”  Wax  said 
that  Feinstein  has  talked  to  legis¬ 
lative  leaders  about  what  she 
termed  ''“the  need  to  change  the 
law  regarding  diminished  capa¬ 
city.” 

“Light  Sentence” 

Feinstein  said  that  White  re¬ 
ceived  “a  light  sentence”  and  that 
she  was  “surprised  by  the 
verdict.”  However,  she  said,  “It 
was  obviously  a  fair  trial.  The  jury 
system  is  our  system  of  justice, 
and  this  just  goes  to  show  that  you 

cannot  second-guess  a  jury.” 


City  Supervisor  Harry  Britt, 
who  replaced  Milk,  said  the  ver¬ 
dict  was  “insane.  It  was  not  a 
verdict  to  fit  the  crime.”  While 
Britt  does  not  approve  of  the 
death  penalty,  he  said,  “Dan 
White  should  not  be  able  to  walk 
the  streets,  enjoying  life,  when 
two  people  we  knew  and  loved” 
have  been  murdered.  Britt  expres¬ 
sed  his  feeling  that  “our  system  of 
justice  has  failed  us.” 

The  Reaction 

San  Francisco’s  gay  community 
reacted  to  the  announcement  of 
the  verdict  by  smashing  windows, 
setting  fires,  and  engaging  in  re¬ 
peated  confrontations  with  the 
police.  Some  14  police  cars  were 
set  afire,  windows  in  City  Hall 
were  smashed,  and  throughout  the 
night  of  May  21,  more  than  5000 
women  and  men  ran  through  the 
streets  of  San  Francisco  in  protest 
over  the  decision. 

There  is  speculation  that  much 
of  the  violence  was  touched  off  by 
provocateurs  in  the  crowd,  many 
of  whom  were  said  to  be  hetero¬ 
sexuals.  Much  of  the  speculation 
concerned  the  fact  that  any  provo¬ 
cateurs  present  were  police  or 
police  agents,  but  Wax  said 
“absolutely  not.” 

Planned  Rally 

A  rally  had  been  planned  to 
follow  the  announcement  of  the 
verdict.  The  organizers  were  an  ad 
hoc  group  known  as  the  Lesbians’ 
and  Gay  Men’s  Coalition  Against 
the  Death  Penalty,  and  the  plan 
was  to  protest  any  lesser  convic¬ 
tion  than  first-degree  murder,  or, 
if  White  had  been  convicted  of 


first-degree  murder  and  sentenced 
to  death,  to  protest  the  death 
penalty. 

The  rally  got  underway  as  plan¬ 
ned,  and  many  people  marched 
from  Castro  Street,  a  predomin¬ 
antly  gay  area,  to  City  Hall,  so 
that  by  8  p.m.,  several  hundred 
people  had  gathered,  with  more 
arriving  as  the  evening  progressed. 
People  began  to  shout,  “Remem¬ 
ber  Harvey  Milk,”  “Dump 
Dianne,”  and  “He  got  away  with 
murder.”  A  cordon  of  riot  squad 
police  formed  in  front  of  the 
entrance  to  City  Hall  in  an 
attempt  to  keep  demonstrators 
away  from  the  glass  doors  of  the 
building.  One  observer  said  that 
the  police  cut  off  the  power  to  the 
public  address  system. 

At  the  time,  the  Board  of  Super¬ 
visors  was  meeting  inside  City 
Hall.  When  the  building  was  cor¬ 


doned  off  by  police,  the  meeting 
was  adjourned  because  of  a  state 
law  which  requires  that  such 
meetings  be  open  to  the  public. 
Mayor  Feinstein  came  out  of  her 
office  onto  a  balcony  directly 
above  the  entrance  to  the  build¬ 
ing,  and  was  booed  by  the  crowd. 
She  was  quickly  taken  back  inside 
the  office  by  security  persons. 
Harry  Britt  and  Carol  Ruth  Silver 
were  attending  the  meeting,  and 
came  out  to  speak  to  the  crowd. 
Both  were  booed  loudly,  and 
Silver  was  hit  in  the  face  by  a  brick 
thrown  by  someone  in  the  crowd. 

Windows  were  smashed  from 
the  basement  to  the  second  floor 
of  the  City  Hall  building.  People 
attempted  to  pull  off  the  iron 
grates  on  the  front  of  the  doors. 
Newspaper  vending  boxes  along 
the  street  were  emptied  of  their 
Continued  on  Page  6 


GRA  Challenges  Oklahoma  Law 


Thorpe  Trial 
Continues 

LONDON,  ENGLAND  —  The 
trial  of  former  Liberal  Party 
leader  Jeremy  Thorpe  continues  at 
Old  Bailey  criminal  court.  Thorpe 
and  three  co-defendants  are 
charged  with  conspiracy  to  mur¬ 
der  Norman  Scott,  a  model  who 
claims  that  Thorpe  seduced  him  in 
1961  and  later  plotted,  with  the 
three  others,  to  have  him  mur¬ 
dered  in  order  to  protect  Thorpe’s 
career. 

The  chief  witness  for  the  prose¬ 
cution  testified  before  Judge  Sir 
Joseph  Cantley  that  another  man 
was  also  supposed  to  have  been 
murdered. 

The  witness  testified  that,  not 
only  had  he  and  Thorpe  conspired 
to  murder  Scott,  but  also  an 
otherwise  unidentified  man  called 
“Mr.  Hetherington.”  “Really?” 
said  the  judge,  “and  then  did  you 
murder  him?”  “No,  my  lord,” 
replied  the  witness. 

The  prosecution  has  alleged 
that  Thorpe  wanted  Scott  silenced 
and,  to  this  end,  hired  Andrew 
Gino  Newton,  an  airline  pilot,  and 
paid  him  $20,000  to  murder  Scott. 

In  his  testimony,  Scott  stated 
that  he  had  been  “lured”  to  a 
desolate  moor  in  October,  1975. 
There,  he  encountered  a  gunman 
who  shot  Scott’s  dog,  then  turned 
the  gun  on  Scott,  saying,  “It’s 
your  turn  now.”  The  man  never 
fired  the  gun,  however.  The  prose¬ 
cutor  said  that  either  the  gun  jam¬ 
med  or  the  man  lost  his  nerve. 

According  to  one  British  news¬ 
paper,  The  Economist,  the  trial  is 
“another  instance  of  the  prurient 
curiosity  that  afflicts  the  British 
people  particularly  when  someone 
in  the  public  eye  gets  his  sexual  life 
in  the  news.” 

Others,  however,  disagree.  One 
attorney  stated,  “This  is  a  case  in 


Jeremy  Thorpe 

which  a  respected  political  leader 
is  charged  with  plotting  to  kill 
someone  to  keep  his  mouth  shut. 
Forget  about  the  sex;  it  is  murder 
that  we  are  talking  about.” 

Career  Jeopardized 

Peter  Taylor,  chief  prosecutor, 
has  portrayed  Thorpe  as  a  des¬ 
perate  and  anxious  man,  driven  to 
plotting  a  murder  in  order  to  pro¬ 
tect  his  career.  “The  higher  he 
climbed  on  the  political  ladder,” 
said  Taylor,  “the  greater  was  the 
threat  to  his  ambitions  from 
Scott.  His  anxiety  became  an  ob¬ 
session  and  his  thoughts  des¬ 
perate.” 

Taylor  produced  copies  of  two 
letters  on  the  stationery  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  written  by 
Thorpe  to  Scott  in  the  early  days 
of  their  relationship.  The  ending 
of  one  read,  “Yours  affection¬ 
ately,  Jeremy.  I  miss  you.” 

“You  are  going  to  have  to  ask 
yourselves,”  said  Taylor  to  the 
jury,  “is  that  a  letter  from  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  Parliament  to  someone 
down  on  his  luck  whom  he  is 
merely  helping,  or  has  it  the  ring 
of  a  much  more  intimate  personal 
involvement  of  the  kind  Scott 
alleges?”  « 

Taylor  has  claimed  that  the  al¬ 
leged  plot  to  murder  Scott  was 
begun  in  1969. 


By  George  Michaelson 

OKLAHOMA  CITY,  OK  —  A 
year-old  Oklahoma  law  which  re¬ 
quires  the  dismissal  of  any  school 
teacher  who  publicly  advocates 
gay  rights  or  becomes  known  as  a 
gay  person  will  be  challenged  in 
the  federal  court  system  this 
month.  Gay  Rights  Advocates 
(GRA),  a  California-based  public 
interest  law  center,  plans  to  file 
suit  in  association  with  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Civil  Liberties  Union 
(ACLU)  of  Oklahoma  next  week 
in  the  Federal  District  Court  in 
Oklahoma  City. 

The  complaint  to  be  filed  al¬ 
leges  that  the  law  “chills”  the 
exercise  of  First  Amendment 
rights  of  speech,  association,  and 
religion  by  all  gay  teachers  and 
straight  teachers  who  support  gay 
rights  in  Oklahoma.  It  further 
claims  that  the  law  violates  their 
rights  to  due  process  and  equal 
protection  under  the  law.  The 
complaint  requests  a  declaration 
judgment  that  the  law  is  unconsti¬ 
tutional  and  an  injunction  against 
its  enforcement. 

GRA  and  the  ACLU  are  filing 
the  suit  on  behalf  of  anonymous 
plaintiffs  “who  express  fear  that  if 
their  true  identities  were  known,” 
according  to  GRA  Director  Don 
Knutson,  “they  would  lose  any 
opportunity  for  continued  em¬ 
ployment  in  the  Oklahoma  public 
schools.”  Even  straight  teachers 
who  support  gay  rights  have  been 
afraid  to  join  the  suit  publicly,  he 
added.  The  lawyers  will  therefore 
have  to  file  in  camera  (anon¬ 
ymous)  affidavits  in  which  both 
gay  and  straight  teachers  explain 
how  the  law  has  adversely  affected 
their  utilization  of  First  Amend¬ 
ment  rights  and  why  they  are 
concerned  about  maintaining  their 
anonymity. 


Contacted  in  San  Francisco, 
Knutson  expressed  some  concern 
that  the  defendant,  the  Oklahoma 
school  system,  might  challenge  the 
use  of  anonymous  plaintiffs,  even 
though  a  recent  decision  from  the 
Tenth  Circuit  Court  affirmed  the 
propriety  of  anonymous  plaintiffs 
in  some  cases.  Knutson  believes 
that  the  GRA  would  ultimately 
defeat  such  a  challenge,  if  it  were 
made,  but  that  this  might  add  as 
much  as  two  years  to  the  case.  “It 
would  be  an  important  victory  for 
gay  rights  litigation  if  we  were  able 
to  get  a  solid  decision  on  this,”  he 
continued,  “but  I  wouldn’t  hope 
or  want  to  predict  that  the  defend¬ 
ant  would  try  such  a  stalling 
tactic.” 

Knutson  explained  that  the  law 
violated  freedom  of  religion  be¬ 
cause  it  could  prevent  teachers 
from  joining  the  Metropolitan 
Community  Church  or  any  other 
denomination  which  supported 
the  rights  of  lesbians  and  gay  men. 
David  Stivison,  a  member  of  the 
Civil  Rights  and  Civil  Liberties 
Research  Committee  of  Harvard 
Law  School  which  prepared  a 
legal  memorandum  on  the  Briggs 
Initiative  for  the  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  ACLU  last  year, 
commented  that  the  Oklahoma 
law  would  even  require  the  dis¬ 
missal  of  two  heterosexual  teach¬ 
ers  who  indicated  to  each  other  in 
a  private  conversation  that  they 
supported  the  decriminalization 
of  sodomy.  “In  so  doing,  they 
would  have  brought  their  opinions 
to  the  attention  of  school  em¬ 
ployees  —  each  other,”  he  ex¬ 
plained.  “The  law  is  terribly 
vague  and  overbroad,”  he  con¬ 
tinued,  “and  I  believe  the  court  is 
sure  to  see  it  as  a  clear  violation  of 
freedom  of  speech.” 

The  bill  was  introduced  early  in 
1978  by  Mary  Helm  and  John 


Monks,  both  active  opponents  of 
the  Equal  Rights  Amendment 
(ERA)  in  Oklahoma  and  members 
of  the  John  Birch  Society,  ac¬ 
cording  to  local  activists.  (Acti¬ 
vists  claim  credit  for  Helm’s  de¬ 
feat  in  last  November’s  election.) 
It  encountered  little  debate  in  the 
state  legislature,  and  almost  no 
discussion  in  the  national  gay 
community,  whose  attention  was 
riveted  on  the  series  of  referenda 
which  led  to  the  repeal  of  gay 
rights  ordinances  in  Dade  County, 
St.  Paul,  Wichita,  and  Eugene  in 
1977  and  ’78. 

Once  it  was  passed,  almost  un¬ 
animously,  in  April  1978,  it 
became  the  first  state  law  in  recent 
history  to  actually  mandate  active 
discrimination  against  gay  men 
and  lesbians  in  state  employment. 
In  wording  exactly  paralleling  that 
of  the  Briggs  Initiative,  it  requires 
that  school  districts  fire  or  refuse 
to  hire  persons  “advocating,  so¬ 
liciting,  imposing,  encouraging  or 
promoting  public  or  private 
homosexual  activity  in  a  manner 
that  creates  a  substantial  risk  that 
such  conduct  will  come  to  the 
attention  of  school  children  or 
school  employees.”  Similar  legis¬ 
lation  is  under  consideration  in 
Nevada. 

Contacted  in  Oklahoma  City, 
Bill  Rogers,  chairperson  of  Okla¬ 
homans  for  Human  Rights,  com¬ 
mented  on  the  impact  of  the  law. 
He  does  not  believe  anyone  has 
actually  been  dismissed  yet,  but 
added,  “I  am  aware  that  people 
have  left  the  teaching  profession 
or  not  entered  it  because  of  this 
law,  and  in  fact  some  have 
migrated  out  of  the  state.  .  .  .  The 
chief  purpose  of  the  law,”  he  con¬ 
tinued,  “seems  to  be  to  drive 
people  back  into  the  closet  and 
keep  them  there.” 
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quote  of  the  week 

“What  endangers  life  and  inhibits  growth  in  our  na¬ 
tion,  in  our  world?  For  lack  of  a  better  word  and  for 
shock  value  I’ve  referred  to  it  as  the  niggerizing  process. 

“And  people  have  asked  me,  well,  who  are  the  nig¬ 
gers?  And  I  said,  well,  there  was  a  time  in  this  country 
when  nigger  was  a  term  used  to  refer  to  black  people. 
Here  is  my  definition:  A  nigger  is  anyone  in  society 
whose  role  is  defined  and  limited  by  others.  A  nigger  is 
anyone  whose  justice  is  meted  out  on  the  basis  of 
expediency,  not  truth  and  mercy.” 

— U.S  Rep.  Ronald  Dellums  (D-CA) 
in  an  article  entitled  “Teachers 
Urged  to  Combat  New  Right  At¬ 
tacks  on  Minority  Gains,”  printed 
in  the  National  Education  Associ¬ 
ation  Reporter,  April  1979. 


boston  area  protests  nukes 

BOSTON,  MA  —  Two  anti-nuke  demonstrations  are 
planned  in  the  Boston  area  for  the  weekend  of  June  2-3. 
Saturday’s  demonstration  focuses  on  Draper  Lab,  which 
designs  weapons  systems  to  “strike  first”  in  a  nuclear 
war.  Draper  also  designs  the  aiming  and  steering  sys¬ 
tems  for  the  Trident  nuclear  submarine. 

The  demonstration  is  sponsored  by  Boston  Clam¬ 
shell  Alliance  and  Mobilization  for  Survival.  There  will  be 
a  noon  rally  at  Sennott  Park  (in  Cambridge  near  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Prospect  and  Norfolk  Streets)  and  a  2  p.m.  march 
to  Draper  Lab.  Organizers  of  the  march  say  “we  should 
make  use  of  the  great  potential  of  science  to  meet  the 
needs  of  people  for  decent  housing,  improved  health 
care,  clean  air  and  water,  quality  education  and  mass 
transportation.”  For  more  information  about  the  Draper 
Lab  demonstration  call  (617)  661-1143  or  (617)  354-0008. 

Plymouth,  MA  will  be  the  target  site  of  the  Sunday, 
June  3  demonstration,  and  Pilgrim  I  and  II  are  the  tar¬ 
gets.  Boston  Clamshell,  Mass  Bay  Coalition  and  Pilgrim 
Alliance  are  the  sponsors  and  have  publicized  it  as  a 
“legal  demo  and  rally.”  The  demands  of  the  demo  are 
“Close  Pilgrim  I  and  halt  the  plans  to  build  Pilgrim  II”  (a 
second  reactor  at  the  Pilgrim  site).  The  Pilgrim  reactor  is 
just  35  miles  from  Boston. 

There  will  be  music,  entertainment  and  speakers  at 
the  Plymouth  rally  Sunday  afternoon.  Speakers  will  in¬ 
clude:  Anna  Gyorgy  (author  of  No-Nukes),  Denise  Lever- 
tov  (poet),  Mel  King  and  Barney  Frank  (State  Reps.). 

As  GCN  went  to  press,  the  actual  site  for  the  rally 
had  not  yet  been  selected,  but  had  been  narrowed  down 
to  three  possibilities.  For  more  information  about  loca¬ 
tion,  transportation,  or  childcare,  call  Boston  Clamshell 
at  (617)  661-6204.  Clamshell  is  organizing  round  trip 
buses  to  Plymouth  and  urges  everyone  who  can  to  take 
the  bus.  ($4.00  round  trip).  Buses  leave  from  Charles 
Street  on  the  Common.  Meet  at  9:30  a.m.,  leave  10  a.m. 
sharp. 

Many  lesbians  and  gay  men  are  planning  on  attend¬ 
ing  the  demonstration  and  having  a  visible  presence. 
Come  with  your  buttons  and  your  posters  and  meet  up 
with  other  “Dykes  and  Fags  against  Nukes.” 


groups  sponsor  rights  benefit 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  —  California  Human  Rights 
Advocates  (CHRA),  the  gay  lobby  in  dire  need  of  money 
if  it  is  to  survive,  will  benefit  from  a  buffet/disco  fund¬ 
raiser  Tuesday,  June  12,  being  jointly  sponsored  by  ten 
Bay  Area  organizations. 

“We  Are  Family”  is  the  theme  of  the  evening-long 
party  to  begin  at  7:00  p.m.  at  the  I-Beam  discotheque, 
1748  Haight  Street.  Advanced  “We  Are  Family”  T-shirt 
sales  and  various  door  prizes  to  be  offered  the  night  of 
June  12  have  been  announced  as  promotional  items  for 
the  event.  Tickets,  selling  for  $10.00  per  person,  are 
available  at  various  retail  outlets  and  businesses. 

The  ten  organizations  which  are  co-sponsors  are 
the  Alice  B.  Toklas  Democratic  Club,  the  Harvey  Milk 
Gay  Democratic  Club,  the  Sentinel,  the  Bay  Area 
Reporter,  the  Double  Eagle  Court  of  Emperor  Bob  Ross, 
Bay  Area  Physicians  for  Human  Rights  (BAPHR),  the 
Golden  Gate  Business  Association  (GGBA),  the  San 
Francisco  Feminist  Democratic  Club,  the  Third  World 
Gay  Caucus,  and  CHRA. 

For  further  information  call  (daytime)  Cynthia  Neff 
at  (415)  626-9268,  Bill  Bradley  at  (415)  621-3057,  or  Steve 
Walters  at  (415)  494-2511,  or  (evenings)  Dorothy  Lang¬ 
ston  at  (415)  928-5768. 


women  seek  photos 

CAMBRIDGE,  MA  —  The  History  Task  Force  of  The 
Cambridge  Commission  on  the  Status  of  Women  is 
planning  a  photographic  exhibit  documenting  the  his¬ 
tory  of  women  in  Cambridge  since  1850.  They  seek  to  re¬ 
flect  the  daily  life  of  women  of  all  racial  and  ethnic 
groups.  Their  idea  is  to  present  women  in  the  active 
voice  and  to  visualize  the  full  variety  and  strengths  of 
women’s  past.  They  are  looking  for  photographs  and 
need  your  assistance.  They  ask  that  you  take  time  out  to 
peruse  your  photography  archives  with  special  attention 
to  women  and  to  sort  out  those  photographs  you  would 
be  willing  to  share  with  them.  The  Commission  can  be 
contacted  at  (617)  498-9000,  extension  9473,  or  by  mail, 
do  City  Hall,  Cambridge,  MA  02139. 


gay  and  lesbian  blind  meet 

NEW  YORK,  NY  —  GALB  (Gay  and  Lesbian  Blind)  is 
a  group  formed  a  year  ago  to  open  channels  of  commun¬ 
ication  between  blind  and  sighted  gay  people.  The 
group  has  a  permanent  home  in  the  Gay  and  Lesbian 
Community  Services  Center. 

GALB  meetings  are  held  every  Sunday  4-6  p.m.,  at 
the  Center,  Suite  502,  110  E.  23rd  St.  GALB  also  oper¬ 
ates  a  hotline  for  those  unable  to  attend  meeting.  A  gay 
blind  person  staffs  the  hotline  every  Friday  and  Sunday 
from  6-9  p.m.;  the  number  is  (212)  777-7697. 

Realizing  the  limited  amount  of  gay-related  material 
available  to  blind  persons,  GALB  has  begun  a  book-shar¬ 
ing  program.  Readers  and  members  of  the  group  with 
access  to  recording  equipment  produce  gay  material  on 
tape,  which  is  then  made  available  to  other  members  of 
the  group.  Other  blind  persons  interested  in  this  service 
may  obtain  a  duplicate  of  a  recorded  tape  by  providing  a 
blank  C-90  cassette  tape. 

GALB  is  the  only  organization  of  its  kind  in  the 
United  States.  Persons  desiring  additional  information 
may  write  Gay  and  Lesbian  Blind,  do  Gay  and  Lesbian 
Community  Services  Center,  110  E.  23rd  St.,  Suite  502, 
New  York,  NY  10010. 


boston  man  stabbed 

BOSTON,  MA  —  A  19-year  old  Boston  gay  man  was 
attacked  by  three  knife-wielding  youths  late  Sunday 
night,  May  20,  as  he  was  walking  on  Boylston  Street 
near  Hadassah  Way.  According  to  eyewitnesses,  one  of 
the  youths  stabbed  the  man  twice  in  the  abdomen  be¬ 
cause  he  allegedly  bumped  into  them  on  the  sidewalk.  A 
police  ambulance  took  the  man  to  New  England  Medical 
Center  Hospital. 

Within  an  hour,  Boston  police  arrested  three  sus¬ 
pects  as  they  were  leaving  Together,  110  Boylston 
Street.  Charged  with  assault  and  battery  with  a  dan¬ 
gerous  weapon  were  Steven  Lynch,  20,  of  the  North  End, 
Timothy  Schnetzner,  19,  of  South  Boston,  and  Mark 
Gomes,  20,  of  Everett. 

In  Boston  Municipal  Court  on  May  21,  Judge  Mar¬ 
garet  Burnham  ordered  Lynch  held  on  $10,000  surety 
bail,  while  bail  for  Gomes  and  Schnetzner  was  set  at 
$4,000  surety  each.  The  case  was  continued  to  June  1. 


gay  prom  benefit 

BOSTON  MA  —  A  prom  where  gays  are  welcome 
will  be  held  on  Thursday,  May  31,  beginning  at  8  p.m.  at 
The  Bar,  252  Boylston  Street,  Boston.  The  event  will  be  a 
benefit  for  the  Committee  for  Gay  Youth,  and  the  guest 
of  honor  will  be  Paul  Guilbert,  the  Cumberland  (Rl)  high 
school  student  who  was  denied  the  right  to  attend  his 
school  prom  this  month.  Tickets  are  $3  per  person,  or  $5 
per  couple,  and  are  available  in  advance  or  at  the  door. 

Gary  Dotterman,  manager  of  The  Bar,  announced 
that  in  honor  of  the  occasion,  no  liquor  will  be  served  on 
the  first  floor  and  individuals  under  20  will  be  welcome. 


women  to  run  for  women 

BOSTON,  MA  —  On  Sunday,  June  10,  at  10  a.m.,  up 
to  2500  women  runners  will  start  off  on  a  five-mile  road 
race  along  the  Charles  River  —  the  first  all-women’s 
road  race  in  Boston, or  anywhere  in  the  United  States. 

The  race,  which  will  finish  in  Charlesbank  Park 
after  winding  down  Memorial  Drive  in  Cambridge,  has 
been  organized  and  sponsored  entirely  by  women  and 
with  the  proceeds  going  to  women,  with  no  advertisers 
and  no  commercial  sponsors  involved.  Income  cleared 
from  the  three-dollar  race  registration  fees  will  be 
donated  to  the  Mass.  Women’s  Political  Caucus,  to 
support  campaign  funds  of  women  running  for  political 
office  in  the  Commonwealth. 

Registration  will  be  held  at  City  Hall  Plaza  on 
Saturday,  June  2,  and  again  on  June  9,  from  10  a.m.  until 
2  p.m.  To  register  by  mail  (or  for  more  information)  write: 
MWPC/Great  Race,  P.O.  Box  242,  Cambridge,  MA  02139. 


lesbian  clinic  opens 

WASHINGTON,  DC  —  The  Lesbian  Health  and 
Counseling  Center  (LHCC)  announces  the  opening  of 
health  services  clinic  every  Thursday  from  7  to  10  p.m.  at 
the  Whitman-Walker  Clinic,  1606  17th  St.  NW.  These 
health  services  are  provided  on  a  drop-in  basis  and  in¬ 
clude  gynecological  care,  general  health  assessments, 
and  referrals,  if  necessary. 

The  health  services  clinic  is  a  new  program  area  of 
the  LHCC  that  emphasizes  a  holistic  approach  to 
women’s  health.  Nutritional  counseling  and  herbal 
information  are  also  available.  Although  these  services 
are  free  to  those  who  cannot  afford  them,  a  donation  is 
asked  to  help  defray  the  cost  of  operating  the  program. 

On  Wednesdays  from  7  to  10  p.m.,  drop-in  crisis 
and  referral  counseling  services  are  available.  During 
this  period,  the  LHCC  also  offers  regular  support 
groups,  rap  sessions  and  workshops  on  a  variety  of  les¬ 
bian  issues. 

Further  information  about  health  or  counseling  ser¬ 
vices  can  be  had  by  calling  (202)  332-5295  from  7  to  10 
p.m.  on  Wednesdays  or  Thursdays,  or  (202)  547-3356  at 
other  times. 


law  and  the  fight 

WASHINGTON,  DC  —  The  second  “Law  and  the 
Fight  for  Lesbian  and  Gay  Rights”  conference  is  seek¬ 
ing  bidders  for  its  site,  particularly  from  law  schools 
with  lesbian  and  gay  groups  in  ERA-ratified  southern  or 
midwestern  states.  [The  first  annual  conferences  (1979) 
were  held  on  both  coasts,  San  Francisco  and  New  York, 
and  were  attended  by  approximately  250  people  each.] 
Bids  should  contain  information  as  to  the  group’s  re¬ 
sources  (people  and  finances),  institutional  support  and 
commitment  to  program.  Possible  dates  under  consid¬ 
eration  for  the  conference  are  February  or  October  of 
1980.  The  names  and  addresses  of  all  law  student 
groups  and  any  others  interested  in  news  of  this  con¬ 
ference  are  needed. 

Any  group  interested  in  hosting  the  second  “Law 
and  the  Fight  for  Lesbian  and  Gay  Rights”  conference 
should  write  immediately  with  a  bid  to  Law  and  the 
Fight  for  Lesbian  &  Gay  Rights  Conference,  do  Law 
Offices  of  Leonard  Graff,  1029  Vermont  Ave.  NW,  Suite 
907,  Washington,  DC  20005. 

For  more  information  on  the  Conference  contact 
Sue  Silber  (202)  265-9500  x230,  Joe  Stewart  (202) 
462-4264,  or  Dan  Ramsey  (202)  667-6643. 


naiad  press  asks  your  help 

WEATHERBY  LAKE,  MO  —  The  women  at  the 
Naiad  Press  are  beginning  work  on  the  third  edition  of 
The  Lesbian  in  Literature,  a  bibliography  most  recently 
published  in  its  second  edition  in  1975.  Naiad  needs  two 
women  to  work  as  research  assistants.  Those 
women  need  no  basic  skills  beyond  the  ability  to  type 
and  familiarity  with  libraries  in  general.  Directional 
instructional  will  be  provided.  The  women  will  work 
directly  with  Naiad  by  mail.  The  job  requires  no  more 
than  a  few  hours  a  week  for  a  few  months,  and  the 
women  will  receive  full  credit  for  their  work  in  the  book. 

Naiad  hopes  to  put  out  The  Lesbian  in  Literature  by 
late  fall.  1980,  and  they  need  financial  help  in  order  to  do 
so. 

According  to  Barbara  Grier  of  the  Naiad  Press, 
“Time,  money,  love:  we  can  use  them  all.  We  welcome 
suggestions,  too,  but  give  us  some  working  hands  and 
minds,  please  —  they  are  all  in  short  supply.” 

For  information,  contact  the  Naiad  Press,  7800 
Westside  Drive,  Weatherby  Lake,  MO  64152,  or  call  (816) 
741-2283. 


last  chance  for  vaccine 

NEW  YORK,  NY  —  This  is  the  last  chance  for  gay 
men  in  New  York  City  to  take  advantage  of  the  Hepatitis 
B  vaccine  program  now  offered  free  of  charge  by  the 
New  York  Blood  Center  and  the  Gay  Men’s  Health  Pro¬ 
ject.  Nearly  800  of  the  1000  sexually  active  under-40  gay 
men  needed  to  fill  the  program  have  been  enrolled,  and 
the  program  will  close  to  further  participants  in. June. 
After  that  time,  the  Hepatitis  B  vaccine  will  not  be  gener¬ 
ally  available  for  4  or  5  years.  For  further  information, 
call  the  Gay  Men’s  Health  Project  at  (212)  242-4989. 


Oregon  report  available 

PORTLAND,  OR  —  The  final  report  of  the  State  of 
Oregon’s  Task  Force  on  Sexual  Preference  has  been 
printed  and  sent  to  Gov.  Robert  Straub  and  members  of 
the  state  legislature,  and  is  now  available  to  the  public. 
Besides  general  sections  dealing  with  areas  of  public 
concern  about  homosexuality,  such  as  questions  of 
morality,  the  alleged  threat  to  family  life,  and  fears 
about  child  molestation,  the  160-page  report  contains  31 
specific  recommendations  for  eliminating  discrimina¬ 
tion  against  lesbians  and  gay  men.  The  recommenda¬ 
tions,  all  of  which  were  approved  by  a  unanimous  vote  of 
the  12-member  task  force,  cover  such  problem  areas  as 
government  services  and  employment,  health  and  medi¬ 
cal  treatment,  education,  programs  for  senior  citizens, 
housing  and  public  accomodations,  criminal  law  and 
police  relations,  and  family  and  children’s  services. 

Copies  of  the  report  are  $5,  and  are  sent  via  fourth- 
class  mail  (for  1st  class,  add  $1.50  per  copy).  Send  or¬ 
ders  and  make  checks  payable  to  the  Task  Force  on  Sex¬ 
ual  Preference,  607  Corbett  Building,  Portland,  OR 
97205.  For  additional  information,  write  to  Holly  Hart, 
Chairperson,  at  the  same  address,  or  call  (503)  226-3651. 


evening  with  the  mayor 

BOSTON,  MA  —  The  Committee  for  Neighborhood 
Initiative  will  present  an  evening  with  Kevin  White, 
Mayor  of  Boston,  on  Monday,  June  4,  from  5-8  p.m.  The 
event  will  take  place  at  the  Napoleon  Club,  52  Piedmont 
Street,  Boston. 

Tickets  are  $20  per  person  and  are  available  at  all 
Boston  gay  bars.  There  will  be  hot  hors  d’oeuvres,  a 
cash  bar,  and  live  entertainment  by  Robert  Morin, 
Sanchia,  Bill  Norris,  Tom  Olson,  Michael  McWhinnie, 
Dave  Trenton,  and  Chuck  Kriner.  Original  designs  by 
John  Roberge  will  be  featured  in  a  fashion  show. 

Special  guests  for  the  evening,  in  addition  to  the 
Mayor,  include  Elaine  Noble  and  Robin  MacCormack. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained  by  calling 
(817)  247-0570. 
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NGHC 

Meets 


By  Ron  Vachon,  P.A., 
and  Warren  Blumenfeld 

NEW  YORK,  NY  —  New  York 
City  lesbians  and  gay  men  hosted 
the  National  Gay  Health  Confer¬ 
ence  from  May  18-20.  The  Hunter 
College  Student  Health  Society 
and  the  National  Gay  Health 
Coalition  (NGHC)  co-sponsored 
this  gathering  of  1000  gay  and 
lesbian  health  professionals  from 
Hawaii  to  Maine,  and  Toronto  to 
Texas. 

The  National  Gay  Health  Coali¬ 
tion  is  a  three-year  old  organiza¬ 
tion  composed  of  12  gay  and  les¬ 
bian  caucuses  from  national 
health  organizations,  including 
The  American  Public  Health  As¬ 
sociation,  The  American  Medical 
Student  Association,  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Psychiatric  Association,  The 
American  Association  of  Sex  Edu¬ 
cators,  The  Gay  Nurses  Alliance, 
Gay  People  in  Medicine,  and 
others.  Since  its  convening  in  1976 
by  Walter  Lear,  M.D.,  the  coali¬ 
tion  has  served  as  a  conduit  be¬ 
tween  caucuses,  meeting  bi- 
annually  to  share  information  and 
energy.  Last  year,  in  an  effort  to 
bridge  the  communication  gap 
between  gay  and  lesbian  health 
workers  unaffiliated  with 
national-level  caucuses,  the  coali¬ 
tion  held  its  first  conference  in 
Washington,  DC.  The  energy  gen¬ 
erated  by  those  300  people  in  DC 
was  translated  this  year  by  a  group 
of  New  York  City  health  profes¬ 
sionals  and  students  into  the 
second  annual  National  Gay 
Health  Conference.  The  directing 
co-ordinator  was  Caitlin  Ryan. 

Subtitled  Gay  Health  Care:  10 
Years  After,  in  commemoration 
of  10  years  of  gay  liberation 
efforts  after  the  Stonewall  Riots  in 
New  York  City,  the  conference 
chose  to  honor  those  gay  health 
professionals  who  have  remained 
“out”  in  their  fields,  serving  as 
models  of  inspiration  and  cour¬ 
age.  Walter  J.  Lear  and  Barbara 
Gittings  were  presented  with  the 
coalition’s  Jane  Addams-Howard 
Brown  Award  for  their  contribu¬ 
tions  to  the  health  of  the  gay  and 
lesbian  community. 

Many  ideas  were  generated  at 
the  conference  in  workshops  and 
informal  sharing.  There  were  over 
100  workshops  including  such 


Rights  Bill  Defeated 


Bernice  Goodman 


topics  as:  “To  Come  Out  or 
Not,”  “The  Specialized  Problems 
of  Gay  and  Black  Health  Profes¬ 
sionals,”  “Sexism  and  the  Health 
Care  System,”  “The  Political 
Process  and  the  Health  Care  Sys¬ 
tem,”  “VD  Control,”  and  “The 
Hepatitis  B  Vaccine.”  Through 
sessions  on  aging,  mental  health 
services,  medical  care  and 
research,  alcoholism,  and  gay 
youth  in  health  care,  the  special 
needs  of  gay  men  and  lesbians 
were  further  identified.  Through 
breakfast,  lunch,  dinner,  dancing 
and  listening  together,  partici¬ 
pants  shared  in  48  hours  an  energy 
that  many  felt  is  bound  to  effect 
change  in  the  health  care  system. 
As  Carol  Bellamy,  president  of 
the  New  York  City  Council, 
pointed  out  at  the  closing  plenary 
session,  “It  can  only  be  the  gay 
and  lesbian  people  in  health  care 
that  can  turn  the  system  around  to 
meet  gay  and  lesbian  needs.” 

Andrew  J.  Stein,  Borough 
President  of  Manhattan,  and  New 
York  Mayor  Edward  Koch 
(through  a  representative)  both 
proclaimed  May  18-24  National 
Gay  Health  Week  in  New  York 
City.  For  all  the  legitimizing  of 
gay  and  lesbian  concerns  that  the 
New  York  City  politicans  prefer¬ 
red,  it  took  keynote  speaker 

Bernice  Goodman  to  put  the 
struggle  into  perspective  by 
warning  of  the  hazards  inherent  in 
being  assimilated  into  heterosex¬ 
ual  society.  She  said  that  a  sense 
of  difference  or  specialness  as  gay 
people  must  prevail,  lest  it  be  for¬ 
gotten  that  it  is  in  this  very  differ¬ 
ence  that  there  is  strength  and 
growth. 

Joek  Hencken,  Clinical  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Homophile  Com¬ 
munity  Health  Service  in  Boston, 


SF  Law  Tested 
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By  George  Michaelson 

SAN  FRANCISCO-  Gay  Rights 
Advocates  (GRA),  a  California- 
based  public  interest  law  center, 
filed  two  employment  discrimina¬ 
tion  suits  on  May  10  which  will 
test  the  extent  of  the  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  gay  rights  ordinance  enacted 
in  April  1978.  The  plaintiffs  in 
both  cases  allege  that  they  were 
fired  from  their  jobs  solely  be¬ 
cause  of  their  sexual  orientation. 
The  defendants  are  the  Wells  Far¬ 
go  Bank  and  the  First  Orthodox 
Presbyterian  Church  of  San  Fran¬ 
cisco. 

In  the  first  case,  a  temporary 
worker  in  a  clerical  position  was 
refused  permanent  employment, 
then  fired  by  Wells  Fargo  Bank. 
Don  Knutson,  GRA’s  Director, 
told  GCN  that  the  plaintiffs  em¬ 
ployer  objected  to  his  “effemi¬ 
nacy”  as  well  as  to  the  fact  that  he 
is  gay.  GRA  filed  the  suit  in 
Superior  Court,  seeking  $10,000 
in  damages,  reinstatement,  and  an 
injunction  against  future  discrim¬ 
ination  by  the  bank.  The  case  may 
take  a  year  or  more  to  be  decided. 

The  plaintiff  in  the  second  case 
alleges  that  he  was  fired  as  the 
church’s  organist  when  the  mini¬ 
ster  learned  from  a  member  of  the 
congregation  that  he  was  gay.  The 
minister  reportedly  called  the  or¬ 
ganist  into  his  office,  told  him 
that  his  musical  ability  was  superb 
and  that  he  was  “the  best  organist 
we’ve  ever  had,”  but  that  the 


church  could  not  allow  “an  im¬ 
moral  person”  to  play  the  organ. 
Because  the  plaintiff  in  this  case 
does  not  seek  reinstatement,  GRA 
filed  the  suit  in  the  municipal 
court  which,  because  of  a  less 
crowded  schedule,  should  be  able 
to  reach  a  decision  in  the  next 
several  months.  GRA  is  also  seek¬ 
ing  $10,000  in  damages  in  this 
case. 

In  explaining  the  significance 
attached  to  the  suits  by  GRA, 
Knutson  noted  that  “The  (gay 
rights)  ordinance  has  as  yet  no 
judicial  interpretation.  Until  the 
courts  enforce  this  ordinance,  em¬ 
ployers  can  continue  to  discrimi¬ 
nate  against  gay  people  with  im¬ 
punity.”  Knutson  said  he  believes 
these  suits  may  be  the  first  to  seek 
enforcement  of  a  gay  rights  ordi¬ 
nance  in  any  of  the  cities  which 
have  adopted  them. 

The  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  gave  final  approval  to 
the  ordinance  on  April  4,  1978,  by 
a  vote  of  10  to  1.  Drafted  by  GRA 
attorney  Matt  Coles  and  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  late  Supervisor 
Harvey  Milk,  the  bill  was  opposed 
only  by  Supervisor  Dan  White, 
the  murderer  of  Milk  and 

Mayor  George  Moscone.  When 
the  bill  was  passed,  an  “enthusi¬ 
astic”  Milk  told  GCN  that  the  law 
would  be  “the  most  stringent  gay 
rights  law  in  the  nation  .  .  .  This 
one  has  teeth:  a  person  can  go  to 
court  if  his  rights  are  violated. 
(See  GCN,  Vol.  5,  No.  39).” 


By  David  Brill 

BOSTON,  MA  —  After  nar¬ 
rowly  approving  the  bill  on  May 
22,  the  Massachusetts  House  of 
Representatives  reversed  itself  the 
following  day  and  killed  H.2650, 
the  public  employment  discrimi¬ 
nation  legislation,  by  a  vote  of 
75-78.  The  defeat  marks  the  sev¬ 
enth  year  that  the  Massachusetts 
legislature  has  acted  to  kill  gay 
anti-discrimination  legislation. 

The  measure  was  approved  by  a 
voice  vote  without  debate  in  the 
House  two  weeks  ago,  but  when  it 
appeared  on  the  House  Calendar 
for  its  next  required  reading,  Rep. 
James  Miceli  (D-Wilmington)  ob¬ 
jected  to  it,  calling  it  “a  piece  of 
junk”  and  "“disgusting.”  He  was 
joined  by  Rep.  Royall  H.  Switzler 
(R-Wellesley),  who  asked, 
“Where  does  any  application  ask 
a  person’s  sexual  preference?” 

Rep.  Barney  Frank  pointed  out 
that  the  legislation  affects  public 
employment  only;  it  does  not  af¬ 
fect  dress  codes,  and  it  does  not 
mandate  any  type  of  affirmative 
action  program.  He  noted  that 
Switzler  himself  had  voted  for  the 
bill  in  1974.  (Switzler  responded 
that  “Consistency  is  the  hobgob¬ 
lin  of  small  minds.”) 

Rep.  William  J.  Flynn  (D-Han- 
over)  called  it  “a  foot  in  the  door 
approach”  and  predicted  dire 
consequences  “for  the  children  of 
the  Commonwealth”  if  the  pro¬ 
posal  passes.  Rep.  Francis  H. 
Woodward  (D-Walpole)  read  a 
list  of  resolutions  endorsed  by  the 
1972  convention  of  the  National 
Coalition  of  Gay  Organizations  — 
which  included  abolishing  the  age 
of  consent,  the  right  to  adopt  chil¬ 
dren,  and  gay-taught  sex  educa¬ 
tion  programs. 

But  Frank  and  Rep.  Nicholas  J. 
Buglione  (D-Methuen),  chair  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Public 
Service,  which  gave  the  bill  a 
unanimously  favorable  report 
after  a  public  hearing  earlier  this 
year,  countered  that  Woodward’s 
arguments  were  irrelevant  and 
that  the  legislation  only  affected 
public  employment  positions. 

The  Vote  is  Taken 
When  Acting  Speaker  John  E. 
Murphy  (D-Peabody)  closed  de¬ 
bate  on  the  bill,  it  appeared  that 
the  pro-gay  side  had  won:  77  to  73 
in  favor.  Woodward  shot  up  from 
his  seat  and  moved  for  recon¬ 
sideration  (a  motion  normally  de¬ 
bated  the  next  day). 

During  the  evening,  lobbyists 
from  the  Mass.  Caucus  for  Gay 
Legislation  (MCGL)  worked  to 
organize  telephone  calls  to  key 
legislators  who  were  known  to  be 
“on  the  fence”  regarding  the  bill. 
Special  attention  was  given  to 
thank  certain  Boston  legislators 
whose  “yes”  votes  had  come  only 
after  months  of  intense  lobbying. 

But  the  lobbyists  were  some¬ 
what  thwarted  in  their  efforts  — 
which  had  been  deliberately  low- 
key  to  date  —  by  the  next  morn¬ 
ing’s  edition  of  the  Boston  Globe, 
which  reported  the  bill’s  passage 
in  a  front-page  story  which  in¬ 
cluded  the  entire  roll-call  vote.  It 
was  the  Globe  article,  GCN 
learned,  which  led  to  the  receipt  of 
many  anti-gay  telephone  calls  by 
dozens  of  legislators.  One  legisla¬ 
tive  aide  told  GCN  that  “all  the 
nuts  were  out  ...  it  must  have 
been  a  full  moon”  because  his  of¬ 
fice  had  received  several  calls  from 
enraged  fundamentalists  opposed 
to  the  issue. 

Reconsideration,  however,  is  a 
procedural  vote  and  the  pro-gay 
side  had  obtained  commitments 
from  some  opponents  of  the  bill 
to  vote  against  reconsideration 
thereby  allowing  the  bill  to  move 
on  to  the  Senate.  The  question 
was  which  side  had  obtained  the 
“switch”  votes  of  more  represen¬ 
tatives. 

On  Wednesday,  May  23, 
Woodward  began  the  reconsidera¬ 
tion  debate  by  calling  the  legisla¬ 


tion  unnecessary  and  suggested 
that  the  House  leadership’s  sup¬ 
port  for  the  bill  may  be  part  of  a 
commitment  to  former  Rep. 
Elaine  Noble. 

“I  don’t  understand  the  repre¬ 
sentative  from  Walpole,”  re¬ 
sponded  Frank.  “If  the  bill  is  not 
important,  then  why  is  he  working 
so  hard  on  it?” 

Rep.  Philip  L.  Shea  (D-Lowell), 
who  was  absent  due  to  illness  the 
day  before  but  left  a  sickbed  in 
order  to  debate  against  the  mea¬ 
sure,  called  it  “the  most  impor¬ 
tant  piece  of  legislation  before  this 
session  .  .  .  Give  me  one  example, 
just  one  example  of  a  homosexual 
or  lesbian  who  has  been  denied 
employment,  I  just  want  to  hear 
one  example.  This  is  not  a  dis¬ 
crimination  issue!”  Four  times 
during  his  remarks,  Shea  refused 
to  yield  when  Frank  attempted  to 
make  a  point. 

When  Frank  finally  got  up  to 
speak,  offering  one  case  of  dis¬ 
crimination  in  public  employment 
(that  of  a  probationary  Boston 
police  officer),  Shea  criticized 
him,  saying,  “They  can  only  give 
one  case  of  discrimination  out  of 
thousands  of  homosexuals,”  ap¬ 
parently  forgetting  that  he  had 
only  asked  for  one  case. 

“Apparently,  the  representative 
from  Lowell  is  of  the  opinion  that 
in  his  absen  a  bill  cannot  be 
properly  debated.  I’m  inclined  to 
believe,  after  listening  to  him,  that 
in  his  presence  a  bill  cannot  be  de¬ 
bated!”  shouted  Frank.  Reconsid¬ 
eration  soon  passed,  by  a  vote  of 
85-69. 

Shea  then  took  the  floor  again 
for  nearly  an  half  hour.  He  said 
passage  of  the  bill  would  be  an  en¬ 
dorsement  of  the  homosexual  life¬ 
style  and  predicted  that  Massa¬ 
chusetts  would  become  a  “mecca 
for  homosexuality.” 

Comic  Relief 

It  was  Rep.  Joseph  DeNucci 
(D-Newton),  a  burly  ex-prize- 
fighter  friendly  with  the  House 
leadership,  who  provided  some 
much-needed  comic  relief  from 
what  was  becoming  an  unusually 
acrimonious  debate,  even  in  a 
chamber  noted  for  its  lack  of  gen¬ 
tility.  Shouting  at  the  chamber 
from  the  podium,  DeNucci  called 
the  opponents  “demagogues” 
and  said  that  a  number  of  legis¬ 
lators  had  told  him  that  they  were 
surprised  by  his  vote  in  favor  of 
the  bill  the  previous  day. 

“I’m  a  good  Catholic,  I’m  a 
good  father,  and  I  resent  it  very 
much  when  anybody  suggests  I 
would  do  anything  against  my 
children.  I  don’t  get  high  marks 
from  CPPAX  or  ADA!  Now,  I 
know  there  are  some  people  out 
there  who  don’t  think  I’m  the 
smartest  one  in  this  chamber 
(DeNucci  was  named  one  of  the 
state’s  “Ten  Dumbest  Legis¬ 
lators”  in  Boston’s  The  Real 
Paper  last  month),  but  this  is  a 
misunderstood  issue!” 

“Shame  on  Us” 

“Shame  on  Us!  Shame  on  Us!” 
DeNucci  roared.  “I  don’t  know 
what  the  hell  I’m  doing  here  de¬ 
bating  this  thing  because  I  had  no 
intention  to!”  He  said  his  vote 
doesn’t  mean  that  he  condones 
homosexuality,  only  that  he  sup¬ 
ports  individual  rights. 

Rep.  Charles  F.  Flaherty 
(D-Cambridge)  then  got  into  an 
argument  with  Switzler  over  the 
issue  of  gay  teachers.  Rep.  Mel 
King  (D-South  End)  compared  the 
fears  of  false  discrimination 
claims  to  the  similar  arguments 
made  against  other  civil  rights 
legislation.  Rep.  Nicholas  Paleo- 
logos  (D-Woburn),  who  had  been 
listening  attentively  all  afternoon 
without  speaking,  rose  to  criticize 
his  colleagues’  use  of  certain 
words  during  the  debate.  (Switzler 
had  used  the  word  “queer”  twice, 
and  Shea  had  referred  to  certain 
places  as  being  “infested”  with 
homosexuals.) 

Miceli  said,  “I  think  I’ve  kept 


this  debate  on  a  high  plane.  I’ve 
never  walked  away  from  a  verbal 
fight  .  .  .  and  .I’m  not  going  to 
now.” 

At  4:15  p.m.,  Murphy  ended 
the  debate,  although  there  was  ob¬ 
viously  enough  emotion  left  in 
some  legislators  to  continue  talk¬ 
ing  for  hours.  When  the  roll  was 
completed,  some  legislators  who 
had  been  absent  or  voted  in  favor 
of  the  bill  the  day  before  voted  no, 
and  the  vote  was  a  close  one: 
75-78. 

Analysis 

Frank  had  only  praise  for  the 
work  of  the  gay  lobbyists,  adding 
that  the  low-key  approach  was  ap¬ 
parently  the  best  one.  He  said, 
“The  strategy  was  a  sensible  one 
and  we  got  every  vote  we  possibly 
could  have.” 

Comparing  the  roll-call  votes  of 
the  two  days,  it  was  clear  that 
some  legislators  were  under  con¬ 
siderable  pressure  to  switch  their 
votes.  (A  caller  on  the  WITS  call- 
in  radio  program  Wednesday 
morning  reportedly  urged  listeners 
to  blitz  their  legislators  with  calls.) 
But  the  anti-gay  callers  were  re¬ 
sponding  to  the  gay  show  of 
strength.  Clearly,  some  were  deep¬ 
ly  afraid  that  the  pro-gay  side 
would  win. 

At  no  point  was  this  more  clear 
than  when  Miceli  had  to  be  physi¬ 
cally  restrained  from  assaulting 
Rep.  Michael  Creedon  (D-Brock- 
ton),  chair  of  the  Committee  on 
Bills  in  the  Third  Reading,  whom 
he  accused  of  making  a  deal  with 
Frank  to  “sneak”  the  bill  out  of 
his  committee.  Creedon  is  one  of 
the  more  important  individuals  in 
the  leadership  and,  although  he 
voted  against  the  bill,  Miceli  will 
be  hard-pressed  to  seek  his  sup¬ 
port  on  other  legislation  in  the 
future. 

There  was  some  criticism  of  the 
role  played  by  former  Rep.  Elaine 
Noble  in  the  lobbying  process,  be¬ 
cause  neither  of  the  two  legislators 
whom  she  was  reportedly  close  to 
—  Speaker  Thomas  McGee  and 
Rep.  William  Q.  MacLean  (D- 
Fairhaven)  —  supported  the  bill 
with  their  votes.  McGee  abstained 
from  voting,  although  he  was  in 
the  State  House  on  both  days,  and 
MacLean,  who  was  absent  on 
Tuesday,  did  vote  on  Wednesday 
against  the  bill,  only  a  few 
minutes  after  Noble  said  she  had 
talked  with  him  and  that  his  pro¬ 
gay  vote  was  “solid.” 

The  other  lobbyists  —  Ann 
Maguire,  David  Drolet,  and  Ed 
Rapazzini  of  MCGL,  Karen  Hud- 
ner  of  the  Civil  Liberties  Union  of 
Massachusetts  —  all  reported  that 
the  legislators  to  whom  they  were 
assigned  voted  as  they  had  ex¬ 
pected. 

A  surprising  contribution  to  the 
lobbying  effort  was  made  by  At¬ 
torney  General  Francis  X.Bellotti, 
who  agreed  to  telephone  key  legis¬ 
lators  to  support  the  bill. 

The  fate  of  the  other  gay  rights 
bill,  H.2527,  is  unsure  at  this  time, 
because  H.2650  was  considered 
the  bill  with  the  better  chance  of 
passage.  MCGL’s  Ann  Maguire 
could  only  promise,  “We’ll  be 
back.” 

THE  FINAL  VOTE  on  H.2650,  the  public  employ- 
men t  anti-discrimination  bill:  "YES”  means  in 
favor  of  the  bid,  "NO”  means  against. 

NOTE:  •  means  voted  in  favor  of  the  bill  on  May 
22,  ••  means  absent  on  May  22. 

YES:  Alexander,  Almeida,  Barrett,  Benson,  Bick¬ 
ford,  Bolling,  Brownell,  Buglione,  Bunte,  Busing- 
er,  D.B.  Cohen,  G.M.  Cohen,  Collins,  Costello, 
Demers,  DeNucci,  DiMasi,  Duffin,  Dwinnell,  Fitz¬ 
gerald,  C.F.  Flaherty,  Frank,  Galvin**,  Gibson, 
Goyette.  Graham,  Grenier,  Johnston,  Karol. 
Keating,  Khoury,  King,  LaFontaine,  Lambros, 
Lussier,  Lynch,  Menard,  Minahan,  Mofcnson, 
Nagle,  Navin,  Nelson,  Paleologos,  Perry,  Pokaski, 
Rea,  Roche,  Saggese,  Scelsi,  Serra,  Speliotis, 
Sullivan.  Voke.  Walsh,  Wetherbee,  T.P.  White. 
W.P.  White,  Whitney,  Kevcrian,  Murphy,  Piro. 

Also  Robinson,  Holland,  Card,  Cahoon,  Celuc- 
ci,  Decas,  Gannett,  Gray,  Healy,  Lombardi,  Nat- 
sios,  Pierce,  Silva. 

NO:  Aguiar,  Aleixo,  Ambler,  Asiaf,  Bevilacqua**, 
Bohigian,  Bourque,  Buffone,  Cahir,  Carey,  Catal- 
do,  Chmura**,  Ciccarelli,  Cimino,  Colaro,  Coraz- 
zini,  Correia,  Craven,  Creedon,  Cusack**,  Doyle, 
Feeney,  M.F.  Flaherty*,  P.Y.  Flynn,  W.J.  Flynn, 
Hermann,  Howe,  Lawrence,  Lawton*,  LaLecheur, 
M.  Lombardi,  Long,  MacLean**,  D.J.  Manning, 
M.J.  Manning,  Marotta,  Matrango,  McGlynn, 
McKenna,  J.C. McNeil,  Melia,  Metayer,  Miceli, 
Monahan,  Moore,  Morrissey,  Mullins,  Nickinello, 
Norton,  Piccuci,  Rogers,  Rohan,  Ruanc,  Sci belli, 
Semensi,  Shea**,  Vigneua,  Woodward. 

Also:  Bly,  Clark,  Connelly,  Cellucci,  Cochran, 
Cole,  DeFillipi,  Driscoll,  Freeman,  Gillette.  J. 
Gray,  Greenhalgh,  Harrington,  Loring,  Murray, 
Poirier,  Saltmarsh,  Switzler. 

ABSENT:  Bassett,  Fallon.  Jordan*,  McGee, 
McNally,  Peck*,  Finnegan. 
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— Ed  itor  ia  I 

Truth,  Justice  and 
the  American  Way 


We  are  outraged  and  horrified  by  the  verdict  of  “voluntary  man¬ 
slaughter,”  which  carries  a  sentence  of  three  to  eight  years  in  prison, 
handed  down  in  the  trial  of  Dan  White,  the  assassin  of  Harvey  Milk 
and  George  Moscone.  This  verdict  symbolizes  the  utter  contempt 
people  in  our  culture  have  for  the  life  of  a  gay  man  and  for  anyone 
who  dares  even  support  lesbians  and  gays.  It  is  impossible  to  imagine 
another  situation  in  which  the  assassin  of  a  public  official  would  have 
received  such  a  light  sentence.  The  same  criminal  justice  system  which 
let  Dan  White  off  easy  hands  out  inordinately  harsh  sentences  every 
day  to  blacks  and  poor  people  and  tacitly  condones  violence  against 
women.  Obviously,  it  does  not  regard  killing  a  faggot  as  a  crime. 

Dan  White  is  not  a  pervert.  He  is  not  an  aberrant  character.  Dan 
White  is  the  All-American  Boy:  Vietnam  vet,  police  officer,  fire 
fighter,  husband  and  father.  Queer  basher.  We  are  told  he  was 
depressed;  we  are  asked  to  sympathize  —  he  did  not  know  what  he  was 
doing  when  he  sneaked  through  a  basement  window  in  the  San 
Francisco  City  Hall  with  a  gun  and  extra  bullets  in  his  pockets.  He 
committed  a  “crime  of  passion.”  Dan  White  did  indeed  commit  a 


crime  of  passion,  a  crime  of  passionate  hatred.  A  passionate  hatred 
which  is  deeply  rooted  in  this  country  and  shared  by  many  of  its 
people.  Dan  White  acted  out  the  fantasies  of  his  jury,  of  his  peers. 

We  are  not  in  favor  of  capital  punishment.  There  is  no  verdict 
that  could  have  been  handed  down  under  our  present  systems  of  justice 
and  of  punishment  that  could  satisfy  us.  We  need  to  change  the 
climate  of  this  society  which  hates  gays  and  women  and  blacks  and 
poor  people.  We  need  to  create  a  justice  system  that  is  just. 

Ten  years  ago  at  the  Stonewall  Inn  in  New  York  gay  men  and 
lesbians  fought  back,  and  this  event  marks  the  beginning  of  the 
contemporary  gay  movement.  Five  thousand  people  last  week  in  San 
Francisco  fought  back.  They  have  been  condemned  for  their  violence, 
which  was  directed  at  the  property  of  an  oppressive  government: 
police  cars,  city  hall  windows.  Where  is  the  outcry  against  the  daily 
violence  and  degradation  women  and  gay  men  experience  in  our  lives? 
The  violence  in  San  Francisco  came  out  of  frustration  and  anger. 
Lesbians  and  gay  men  will  find  constructive  ways  to  make  our  power 
felt.  We  are  a  force  to  be  taken  seriously. 
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remember  stonewall 

To  the  editor: 

The  day  started  as  usual.  It  was  June,  1969.  The 
police  were  staging  a  routine  raid  on  one  of  our 
Gay  meeting  places,  the  Stonewall  in  New  York. 
But  our  people,  bursting  with  long-overdue  anger 
and  new-found  pride,  fought  off  the  brutes,  and 
thus  began  a  new  era. 

Ten  Years  Later,  Saturday,  April  12,  1979  m  the 
Castro  Area,  San  Francisco: 

The  day  started  as  usual.  A  police  officer  was 
arresting  one  of  our  people  for  putting  a  poster  up 
on  a  telephone  pole.  Others  had  been  harassed  for 
a  variety  of  petty  reasons.  There  was  our 
community  sidewalk  chalk  artist  who  received  a 
fine  (I  wonder  what  his  crime  was?  Creating 
beauty?).  And  there  was  that  roller  skater.  And 
there  was  that  dope  smoker.  And  there  was  .  .  . 

But  suddenly,  as  our  poster-stapling  brother  was 
being  dragged  off  to  the  paddy  wagon,  our 
whistles  began  to  blow.  One  of  our  community 
was  being  kidnapped  for  no  reason.  Our  anger 
began  surfacing,  and  we  shouted,  “Leave  him 
alone  .  .  .  This  is  OUR  community  .  .  .  Remember 
Peg’s  Place  .  .  .  Why  no  Gays  on  the  Dan  White 
Jury  .  .  .  Remember  Stonewall.” 

The  energy  of  our  full  moon,  aided  and  abetted 
by  our  love  for  each  other  and  by  our  hatred  of 
oppression  brought  1500  folks  spontaneously 
together  to  protect  each  other. 

I  have  never  been  more  proud  of  our 
community. 

Sincerely, 

Satya  Littlebear 
San  Francisco,  CA 


pass  it  on 

Dear  Friends, 

For  five  years  I’ve  been  subscribing  to  the  GCN. 
Each  week  when  I  was  finished  reading  it,  I  threw 
it  away!  Four  years  ago  I  met  my  lover  and  since 
then  we  have  shared  the  GCN.  Three  years  ago  we 
started  giving  it  to  friends  we  felt  would  read  it.  I 
also  would  take  it  to  work  and  put  it  in  the  news¬ 
stand  with  other  newspapers  and  magazines.  It  was 
surprising  how  many  “straight”  people  would 
read  it.  Two  years  ago  I  started  organizing  a  gay 
group  in  Fitchburg,  Mass.,  so  I  gave  my  old  issues 
to  people  in  the  group  that  were  not  aware  of  it  at 
all.  One  year  ago,  while  talking  to  some  people  in 
the  Nashua,  N.H.  group,  I  found  out  that  other 
people  had  been  faced  with  the  same  situation  of 
“what  to  do  with  outdated  copies  of  the  GCN.” 
Several  had  given  their  copies  to  friends  and  one 
person  had  even  token  his  copies  to  his  doctor’s 
office  and  left  them  with  other  newspapers  and 
magazines. 

Now  that  I  can  look  back  over  the  last  five 
years,  I  must  say  that  the  GCN  has  done  very 
much  to  help  me  be  myself  and  that  is  “GAY”; 
therefore  I  feel  that  it  deserves  more  than  it  usually 
gets.  Its  basic  functions  of  informing  and  educat¬ 
ing  can  be  strengthened  by  passing  it  on  or  recycl¬ 
ing  it.  Throwing  newsprint  away  is,  in  itself,  a 
waste. 

When  you  are  finished  reading  your  GCN,  don’t 
throw  it  away!  Give  it  to  a  friend  (gay  or  straight), 
leave  it  in  the  lobby  of  a  train  or  bus  station  or 
airport.  You  can  also  put  it  in  between  other 
newspapers  or  magazines  in  the  waiting  room  of  a 
hospital  or  your  doctor’s  office.  At  the  very  least, 
send  the  paper  to  be  recycled;  don’t  throw  that 
GCN  away! 

Mike  Martin 
Fitchburg,  MA 


Re:  The  reprinted  editorial  from  the  Huntington, 
NY  Sunday  Digest,  appearing  in  the  May  19 
edition  of  GCN. 

Dear  People, 

While  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  control  my  feelings 
of  anger  with  regard  to  the  reprinted  editorial  from 
the  Sunday  Digest  (GCN,  May  19,  1979,  p.7),  I 
would  like  to  move  beyond  that  anger  to  try  to 
articulate  some  of  my  thoughts  which  relate  to  this 
issue  in  hope  of  generating  a  positive  outlook  and 
possible  action. 

My  first  reaction  to  the  article  was  one  of 
sadness  due  to  the  realization  that  a  group  of 
people  could  be  so  ignorantly  unenlightened.  Then 
as  this  feeling  merged  with  the  knowledge  that 
their  are  many  such  people,  I  began  to  have  that  all 
too  familiar  feeling  of  discouragement  mixed  with 
an  overwhelming  feeling  of  powerlessness. 

I  don’t  find  this  to  be  an  uncommon  feeling. 
Among  us,  there  is  a  spectrum  of  feelings  which 
mirror  the  helplessness  that  we  can  feel.  At  one 
end  there  are  those  of  us  who  feel  it  in  the  face  of 
seemingly  permanent  “traditional”  roles  and  at¬ 
titudes.  At  the  other,  there  is  the  feeling  that  we 
should  not  have  to  be  consciousness  raisers  of  the 
straight  heterosexist  world. 

I  find  myself  somewhere  in  the  middle,  torn  in 
each  direction  by  sentiments  which  all  seem  very 
important.  Yet,  I  think  that,  for  me  at  least,  a 
middle  ground  needs  to  be  met  and  established. 
For  those  of  us  who  feel  that  we  would  like  to 
overcome  the  powerlessness  there  needs  to  be  a 
cause  —  a  concrete  reason  for  our  activity. 

If  we  find  ourselves  in  moderately  comfortable 
and  open  lives,  it  is  perhaps  difficult  to  find  this 
reason  within  our  own  needs.  It  is  easier  to  say  that 
we  can  singly  overcome  the  unfortunate,  but  per¬ 
sonal,  injustices  of  our  every  day. 

Nor  do  I  think  it  is  within  the  bigoted  members 
of  society  that  we  will  find  a  reason.  I  am  not  con¬ 
vinced  that  we  want  or  need  to  bring  them  to 
understanding.  They,  sadly  haven’t  the  desire,  nor 
we  perhaps  the  patience. 

It  is  within  the  children  that  we  can  find  motiva¬ 
tion  for  our  action.  They  are  growing  and  have  the 
potential  to  be  free.  They  need  to  understand  that 
their  lives  are  filled  with  choices  and  options  for 
diversity.  The  need  to  see  that  gayness  is  proud  and 
good  and  beautiful.  It  is  in  these  children  that  we 
can  find  room  to  teach  and  build  and  care. 

They  are  the  reason  for  my  anger  at  the  editor¬ 
ial.  It  is  those  children,  as  well  as  our  teaching 
brothers  and  sisters,  who  are  being  directly 
affected  by  this  type  of  oppression.  And,  it  is 
another  example  of  how  future  generations  are 
indoctrinated  through  the  propagation  of  ignor¬ 
ance  and  one-sided  bigotry.  There  are  within  those 
classrooms  future  gay,  and  non-gay  adults  who 
need  our  support  and  love. 

with  hope, 

Ms.  Gretchen  Benkert 


Dear  People, 

While  I  enjoyed  your  interview  with  George 
Mansour,  I  would  like  to  correct  three  mistakes 
made  in  the  space  of  one  sentence.  First,  I  have 
never  been  Managing  Editor  of  GCN.  Second,  I 
never  received  a  check  for  $1000  for  the  benefit  of 
A  Very  Natural  Thing.  I  believe  both  honors 
would  go  to  Lyn  Rosen.  Third,  Finally,  Lastly  and 
Once-And-For-All  my  last  name  is  spelled  with 
one  “T”,  not  two. 

Most  sincerely, 

Loretta  Lotman 
Los  Angeles,  CA 


babies 

Editor: 

News!  It  seems  possible  men  can  have  babies. 

No,  don’t  throw  this  letter  out  —  and  I’m  not 
kidding. 

Reuters  reports  (Times,  Thursday,  May  15, 1979 
p.  A13  —  didn’t  even  make  the  index): 

8  Months  After  a  Hysterectomy, 

New  Zealand  Woman  Gives  Birth 

AUCKLAND,  New  Zealand,  May  16  (Reuters)  —  Mar¬ 
garet  Martin,  a  29-year-old  woman  who  had  a  hysterec¬ 
tomy  eight  months  ago,  has  given  birth  to  a  healthy 
5-pound  girl. 

Physicians  said  a  fertilized  egg  fell  out  of  Mrs.  Martin’s 
Fallopian  tube  during  her  hysterectomy  last  September.  It 
lodged  in  her  intestines  and  grew,  nourished  by  the  intes¬ 
tinal  blood  vessels.  Five  months  later  doctors  found  a 
“mass”  in  Mrs.  Martin’s  stomach  and  were  shocked  to 
detect  a  baby’s  heartbeat. 

The  doctors  said  they  removed  the  baby  four  weeks 
prematurely  yesterday  because  she  was  beginning  to 
starve. 

Mrs.  Martin’s  husband,  Greg,  30,  said  he  and  his  wife 
had  not  known  she  was  pregnant  until  two  months  ago. 
The  couple  have  three  other  daughters,  aged  3  to  11. 

So  —  a  womb  isn’t  needed.  Ah,  but  what  other 
factors  might  apply?  I  didn’t  know  of  the  news 
item  until  Saturday,  but  when  Shawn  showed  it  to 
me,  I  immediately  called  the  famous  Dr.  Landrum 
Shettles.  Asked  if  an  egg  planted  on  a  man’s 
intestine  might  develop  properly,  he  said  “Not 
enough  estrogen  in  a  man’s  hormonal  balance  — 
the  egg  wouldn’t  respond.”  Ah,  a  complication. 
But  if  the  man  were  taking  hormones,  I  asked?  “I 
don’t  know.”  Aha!  And  if  he  doesn’t  know,  no 
one  does.  So  somebody’s  sure  to  try  it. 

Picture  the  future:  one  establishes  favorable 
hormone  balance  (help!  I’d  lose  my  beard!  —  also, 
however  frequently  they’ve  been  used  now,  hor¬ 
mones  can  be  dangerous)-,  then  he  has  an  egg  cell 
fertilized  in  vitro  or  fitted  with  a  new  nucleus  — 
entirely  from  himself  (or  anyone  else),  that  is,  a 
cloning  procedure,  which  Shettles  elsewhere  de¬ 
scribes  as  “easy”  with  present  technology  —  or 
soon  enough,  at  this  rate,  half  a  nucleus  from 
himself  and  half  from  a  lover  (or  anyone  else),  or 
half  from  one  lover  and  half  from  another  (are  you 
dizzy?),  or  someday,  a  gene  from  here,  a  gene 
from  there  —  this  cute  hunk’s  nice  round  ass,  that 
one’s  perfect  teeth,  everything  he  ever  admired 
about  anyone — ;  then  simple  enough  surgery  to 
have  the  egg  planted;  and  eight  or  nine  months 
later,  more  major  surgery  to  remove  his  very  own 
baby.  Even  more  difficult  than  it  usually  is  for  a 
woman,  obviously,  but  not  more  difficult  than  it 
sometimes  is  for  some  women;  people  daily  do 
more  desperate  things  without  necessarily  incur¬ 
ring  accusations  of  masochism.  (Although,  my 
dear  male  readers,  is  the  physical  threat  of 
pregnancy  becoming  suddenly  more  real  to  you?) 

Transsexuals  already  on  hormones  may  be  the 
most  likely  takers  for  this  scenario,  but  what  about 
the  rest  of  us  men?  Picture  some  macho  Catholic 
superstraight  pressuring  his  wife  for  baby  #6;  she 
says  “Have  it  youself”  —  and  he  could.  What 
would  this  do  to  the  course  of  feminist  herstory? 

Well,  it’s  all  worth  a  thought.  And  if  it  weren’t 
for  losing  this  beautiful  beard  I’ve  spent  so  much 
energy  defending  .  .  . 

Love, 

Lee  (W.  M.  Hamilton) 
New  York,  NY 


CORRECTION 

The  interview  in  GCN,  Volume  6,  #43, 
with  Hilda  Silverman  was  conducted  by 
Tommi  Avicolli. 


East  Boston,  MA 

blast  from  the  past 
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Speaking  Out 


Kids,  the  March,  and 
the  Movement 

By  Robert  Goodman 

President,  Rutgers  University  Gay  Alliance 

Somehow,  in  the  confounding  and  dismaying  game  of  apparently  competing  interests 
that  is  internal  lesbian  and  gay  politics,  the  cause  of  gay  kids  has  become  a  diverse  political 
football  and  a  disturbing  signal  of  misunderstanding  and  faction.  The  specific  issue  of 
pederasty,  an  emotional  and  complex  one,  has  simplistically  been  used  to  disrupt  our  move¬ 
ment’s  unity  and  deter  our  united  struggle. 

The  question  of  the  October  14  National  March’s  “gay  youth”  demand  is  a  particularly 
stunning  example  of  pointless,  fruitless  faction.  The  demand  for  a  lowering  of  age  of  consent 
laws  was  an  unpolitic  demand  for  a  national  gay  march,  but  worse,  it  was  a  simplistic  and 
arguably  wrong-headed  demand.  The  process  that  was  used  to  promulgate  that  demand  was 
unfortunate  (three-day  conferences  seldom  have  a  very  representative  quorum  by  the  end  of 
the  third  day)  and  the  process  used  to  amend  that  demand  was  ad  hoc  at  best.  Now,  it  may  be, 
as  manyin  his  movement  claim,  that  the  mere  mention  of  gay  youth,  even  in  such  mild  terms  as 
the  present  fifth  march  demand,  will  play  into  our  enemies’  strategy,  but  no  more  so  than 
mention  of  gay  teachers  or  lesbian  mothers.  There  is  no  denying  that  all  of  us  remain 
controversial,  the  most  Establishment,  NGTF,  and  “Oklahomosexual”  among  us  included. 

While  I  have  no  special  commitment  to  the  present  five  march  demands  and  would  in  fact 
welcome  a  single,  strong  call  for  gay  rights  instead,  there  is  one  suggestion  or  accusation 
regarding  the  whole  area  of  age  of  consent,  whether  the  particular  propaganda  uses  the  term 
child  molestation  or  man/boy  love,  that  causes  me,  as  a  gay  teen-ager,  as  much  resentment  as 
dismay.  That  suggestion  is  that  chicken-hawks  are  in  some  way  manipulating  the  gay  youth 


demand  and/or  the  entire  Washington  march  to  as  slyly  dupe  and  exploit  our  movement  as 
they  have  duped  and  exploited  gay  youth.  Let  me  state,  in  case  there  is  any  question,  that  gay 
youth  and  gay  student  groups  are  not  as  a  rule  run  by  chicken-hawks,  pederasts,  or  child- 
molesters. 

And  though  there  have  been  attempts  to  manipulate  our  organizations  by  some  of  our 
elders,  pederasts  and  non-pederasts,  businessmen  and  “revolutionary  socialists”  we  intend  to 
guard  jealously  our  independence. 

That  the  March  on  Washington  is  supported  by  many  student  and  gay  youth  groups  and 
not  as  vigorously  supported  by  some  Establishment  groups  is  telling.  I  have  been  advised  in 
the  counsels  of  our  local  movement  that  giving  gay  people  kicks  is  not  a  good  reason  to  hold  a 
march.  However,  as  gay  youth,  so  often  isolated  from  our  brothers  and  sisters,  we  know  that  a 
visible,  political  action  such  as  a  march  is  of  profound  importance  in  mobilizing  and  inspiring 
that  community  beyond  the  organizations  or  the  bars.  Our  special  understanding  of  this 
march’s  potential  real  and  symbolic  impact  makes  the  use  of  our  issue  to  deflect  this  march 
and  divide  our  movement  all  the  more  troubling. 

As  a  gay  youth  who  fully  plans  to  reap  this  movement’s  ultimate  benefits,  I  do  feel 
entitled  to  one  demand  at  least.  I  demand  an  end  to  the  factions,  an  end  to  the  in-fighting.  The 
movement  for  lesbian  and  gay  rights,  unified  and  self-confident,  can  be  neither  easily  defeated 
nor  effectively  coopted,  but  divided,  our  strength  wasted  with  suspicion  and  intrigue,  we 
become  our  own  most  dramatic,  effective  opposition. 


Boston  Area  Gay  and 
Lesbian  Schoolworkers 

By  A!  Goldberg 

BAGALS  has  been  together  for  a  year  now  and  has  prepared  the  following  statement  for 
presentation  to  the  larger  community. 

Boston  Area  Gay  and  Lesbian  Schoolworkers  (BAGALS)  is  a  group  of  child-care 
workers,  school  secretaries  and  administrators,  teachers,  aides,  and  school  counselors,  who 
have  joined  together  in  an  effort  to  gain  recognition  of  the  legitimate  place  of  lesbian  and  gay 
people  in  ourschools.  We  wish  to  combat  the  problems  which  gay  and  lesbian  schoolworkers 
at  all  levels  must  face  daily:  sexism,  the  need  to  hide  our  real  selves,  myths  and  stereotypes, 
harrassment  and  the  fear  of  losing  our  jobs. 

We  function  as  a  political  action  group  and  as  a  public  voice  for  those  who  cannot  be 
their  own  advocates.  Equally,  we  provide  a  safe,  supportive  climate  at  our  meetings,  so  that 
members  can  share  their  experiences  to  offset  the  isolation  and  loneliness  of  the  school 
environment. 

Although  we  focus  on  issues  facing  lesbian  and  gay  schoolworkers,  we  recognize  the 
connections  between  our  oppressions  and  the  oppressions  of  all  women,  third  world  peoples, 


disabled  people,  the  old  and  the  young.  For  this  reason,  we  support  the  activities  of  these  and 
other  groups  aimed  at  giving  people  greater  social  and  economic  control  of  their  lives. 

Immediate  objectives  of  BAGALS  include: 

Contract  issues  —  nondiscrimination  on  the  basis  of  sexual/affectional  preference; 

Promotion  of  positive  images  of  lesbians  and  gay  males  in  curricula,  materials,  and  media; 
Support  of  gay  and  lesbian  students  and  parents; 

Alliance  with  other  political  and  social  action  groups. 

“Speaking  Out”  is  the  column  designed  for  the  benefit  of  GCN  readers.  It  is  part  of  our 
continuing  effort  to  provide  a  true  forum  of  opinion  for  the  community.  We  encourage  you 
to  send  your  thoughts,  ideas,  feelings  and  comments  to  us  and  we  encourage  you  to  respond 
to  any  ideas  expressed  in  this  space.  The  opinions  expressed  in  “Speaking  Out”  do  not 
necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the  newspaper,  the  staff  or  the  advertisers.  Speaking  Out, 
GCN,  22  Bromfield  St.,  Boston,  MA  02108.  


Community  Voices 


letter  from  exile 


Dear  GCN, 

I  really  identified  with  Ellen  Brook  Davis’  letter 
(GCN,  May  19).  I,  too,  used  to  be  heavily  involved 
in  the  gay  community  and  movement  for  several 
years.  At  the  time  I  started  my  retreat  around  the 
beginning  of  1977,  I  became  all  too  painfully 
aware  of  the  onslaught  of  the  forces  of  repression 
and  regression  and  simultaneously  grew  weary  and 
skeptical  about  the  in-fighting,  power-seeking, 
ego-tripping,  and  reform-mindedness  among 
many  movement  folks.  It’s  not  that  life  in  exile  is 
any  kind  of  Utopia;  it’s  just  that  the  alternatives  in 
the  Old  Space  are  far  more  repulsive.  With  the  10 
people  who  are  close  to  my  life  in  the  New  Space,  1 
find  that  I’m  happier,  healthier,  and  able  to 
experience  much  more  positive  feelings  that  just 
anger  and  frustration  all  the  time.  The  only  other 
national  paper  I  read  until  recently  was  The 
Lesbian  Tide.  Like  Ms.  Davis,  I  too  only  recently 
startedto  read  GCN  again. 

For  many  of  the  same  reasons  which  Jeanne 
Cordova  and  Gerald  Gerash  set  out  in  their  letters 
(GCN,  May  19, 1  wish  to  join  the  list  of  those  who 
appalud  GCN  for  its  coverage  of  women’s  issues 
and  news. 

As  for  the  discussion  about  Man/Boy  Love 
among  your  readers  in  the  past  few  issues,  I  have 
found  it  most  refreshing  and  informative.  I  iden¬ 
tified  with  Robert  Gray’s  letter  (GCN,  May  19). 
As  one  who  came  out  when  I  was  1 5  to  a  man  who 
was  25  and  who  had  countless  sexual  encounters 
with  men  who  were  adults,  I  really  felt  like  my 
sexuality  back  then  was  abused  and  exploited. 
With  my  feelings  and  mind  disregarded,  I  felt  like 
a  porkchop  with  a  penis.  As  I  look  back  on  my 
whole  experience  in  those  days  in  the  1960s,  I  have 
to  agree  with  some  of  your  feminist  readers  who 
point  out  that  there  is  often  a  real  imbalance  of 
power  in  Man/Boy  Love.  If  a  child  chooses  an 
adult  sex  partner  or  lover,  that  should  be  a  child’s 
right  so  long  as  she/he  has  had  the  opportunity  to 
thoroughly  check  out  all  available  options.  More 
often  than  not  (as  in  my  case  and  the  cases  of  many 
others),  a  child  has  not  had  all  options  made  avail¬ 
able  to  be  able  to  make  a  free  choice. 

Lastly,  it  was  gruesome  and  painful  to  read  the 
front-page  news  story  about  the  hostility  and  vio¬ 
lence  encountered  by  the  lesbians  and  gay  men  at 
the  anti-nuke  march  in  Washington  (GCN,  May 
19).  It  brought  back  a  lot  of  bad  memories  of  my 


days  in  the  Left  and  how  my  experiences  with 
straight  people,  in  general,  and  with  the  Left,  in 
particular,  finally  ushered  in  a  period  of  Gay 
Separatism  for  me.  That’s  a  part  of  the  Old  Space 
I  choose  to  avoid  and  ignore  as  much  as  possible. 
Now  that  my  anger  and  rage  at  the  Left  has  pretty 
much  subsided,  I  can  really  appreciate  and  respect 
some  of  them  like  Jane  Fonda  who  speak  out 
against  sexism  and  homophobia.  But,  for  the  most 
part,  straight  people  are  straight  people  no  matter 
if  they’re  left,  right,  liberal,  or  fair-to-midland. 

Don  Collier 

no  nukes  D“,tr ■co 

Dear  GCN, 

I  was  saddened  to  read  of  the  harassment 
suffered  by  some  of  the  lesbians  and  gay  men 
attending  the  anti-nuke  demonstration  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.  At  the  Rocky  Flats  demonstration  we 
were  recognized  from  the  platform;  Holly  Near 
spoke  and  performed,  and  Malcolm  Boyd  addres¬ 
sed  the  crowd  of  some  12,000  people.  When  Boyd 
was  introduced  it  was  announced  that  he  would  be' 
speaking  to  a  gathering  in  the  gay  community  that 
evening.  To  my  knowledge  there  were  no  anti-gay 
incidents  at  Rocky  Flats.  I  was  pleased  that  we 
were  acknowledged,  we  weren’t  last  year;  more 
than  a  significant  gesture,  it  was  a  very  public 
move  toward  solidarity  between  ourselves  and 
non-gays  of  similar  politics. 

Workers  World  carried  a  different  account  of 
the  banner  incident  mentioned  in  the  Cagan/Ga- 
briner  story.  According  to  WW,  “the  banner  was 
repaired  and  a  number  of  protesters,  both  gay  and 
straight,  including  members  of  Youth  Against  War 
and  Fascism,  were  ready  when  the  bigots  returned. 
Not  only  was  the  second  attack  prevented,  but  the 
bigots  were  beaten  back.  When  the  gay  banner  was 
raised  again  there  was  loud  applause  from  the 
crowd  which  had  gathered.” 

Unfortunately  many  people  fail  to  realize  that 
lesbians  and  gay  men  have  been  actively  involved 
in  all  of  the  major  movements  of  our  times.  Now 
it’s  time  for  us  to  organize  for  ourselves  and  our 
own  national  demonstration. 

In  Lesbian/Gay  Unity, 

Katherine  Davenport 
Denver,  CO 


the  prom 

Dear  GCN, 

On  page  27  of  today’s  New  York  Times  (May 
13),  I  saw  a  report  that  a  young  man  at  Lincoln 
High  School  in  Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota,  had 
successfully  obtained  prom  tickets  for  himself  and 
a  male  friend.  The  principal  was  quoted  as  saying: 
“My  belief  is  that  people  need  their  rights  to  be 
protected.  Homosexuals  have  rights.  You  have  to 
accept  that.” 

Wouldn’t  it  be  great  if  everyone  was  that 
sensible? 

Best  wishes, 

L.  Peter  Deutsch 
Menlo  Park,  CA 

P.S.  If  anyone  would  like  to  send  the  principal  a 
note  of  support,  his  name  is  Fred  Stephens.  The 
student’s  name  was  not  mentioned  in  the  article. 


talking  books 

Dear  GCN, 

Gay  books  for  the  blind?  Being  print  disabled  I 
have  been  trying  to  get  some  gay  books  (Loving 
Someone  Gay,  With  Downcast  Gays,  etc.)  re¬ 
corded.  The  one  non-profit  recording  organization 
that  I  know  (Recording  For  The  Blind,  Inc.)  re¬ 
fuses  to  do  so  on  the  grounds  that  they  “record 
only  books  related  to  course  requirements  or  re¬ 
quired  for  professional  work.” 

Can  anyone  tell  me  of  any  professional  organi¬ 
zation  or  educational  institute  that  does  or  would 
be  willing  to  submit  such  a  reading  list? 

Thank  you  for  any  suggestions. 

Karl  Troaster 
P.O.  Box  481 
Castleton,  VT  05735 


herewith 

Dear  GCN, 

The  original  date  of  my  writing  this  letter  was 
4-26,  just  a  few  days  after  the  article,  about  which 
I  am  herewith  denouncing,  appeared  in  the  4-21 
issue.  I  am  sending  it  at  this  late  date  due  to  further 
discussion  and  comment  here,  as  well  as  noting  a 
reply  to  Mr.  Jackson’s  article  in  the  5-5  issue. 

“Where  do  you  or  the  staff  pick  up”  writers 
wherein  they  are  allowed  to  literally  waste  three 
page  length  columns  on  such  personal  drivel  as  the 
one  by  Mr.  Jackson  titled  “He  Looks  like  Tarzan 
but - .” 

In  my  estimation  and  others  as  well,  junk  like 
this  is  what  makes  it  more  difficult  for  us  to  putl 
together.  (God  knows  there  are  enough  people 
tearing  us  apart.)  We  certainly  do  not  need  what 
amounts  to  a  personal  diatribe  to  be  written  up  in 
GCN,  or  any  other  publication. 

Having  “wasted”  nearly  a  page  in  the  GCN  to 
which  I  subscribe  and  whose  advertising  clients  I 
support,  I  feel  justified  in  this  rebuttal. 

Perhaps  part  of  the  reason  we  “put  it  together” 
here  in  Seattle  in  November  was  by  not  alienating 
“our  own”  by  printing  stuff  such  as  Jackson’s.  By 
the  way  who  is  Greg  Jackson,  I  do  not  note  his 
name  on  the  staff  (unless  it  is  an  alias  for  T. 
Avicolli,  since  I’ve  noted  articles  by  him  in  the 
same  vein). 

Again,  the  GCN  is  an  excellent  publication 
which  does  not  merit,  nor  do  it’s  readers  merit, 
articles  of  this  type. 

Leonard  Larson 
Seattle.  WA 

Editor's  Note:  Greg  Jackson  does  indeed  exist. 


Fridays 

GCN  needs  volunteers  on  Friday 
nights  to  help  sehd  the  paper  out  to 
subscribers.  5  p/m.  on  22  Bromfield 
Street. 


GCN  welcomes  letters  to  “Community  Voices”.  If  at  all  possible,  your  letters  should  ’oe 

typed  and  doubled-spaced.  Anonymous  letters  will  not  be  published,  but  names  will  be 
withheld  upon  request.  Letters  should  be  addressed  to  Community  Voices,  GCN,  22 
Bromfield  St.,  Boston,  MA  02108 
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Riot  Follows 
Verdict  in 
White  Trial 

Continued  from  Page  1 

contents;  the  newspapers  were  set 
afire  and  the  boxes  were  thrown  at 
the  building. 

Castro  Confrontation 

The  police  succeeded  in  pushing 
the  crowd  away  from  the  building. 
Windows  were  smashed  and  fires 
were  set  as  far  away  as  a  mile  from 
City  Hall. 

Later  that  night,  police  con¬ 
fronted  a  crowd  of  people  in  the 
Castro  area,  the  San  Francisco 
Police  Department  having  been 
augmented  by  reinforcements 
from  police  departments  in  sur¬ 
rounding  commu  nities.- 

The  crowd  defied  police  efforts 
to  disperse  them,  shouting,  “Sieg 
Heil,”  and  “Police  out  of  our 
neighborhood.’’  Harry  Britt  is 
reported  to  have  approached 
police  officers  there  and  asked 
them  to  leave  the  area. 

During  the  night,  gay  people 
were  said  to  have  been  beaten  by 
police  in  the  Tenderloin  district, 
and  Tactical  Squad  officers  went 
into  the  Elephant  Walk,  a  gay  bar, 
and  began  clubbing  people  indis¬ 
criminately,  later  smashing 
windows  in  the  bar. 

Fires  burned  throughout  the 
night. 

Harvey’s  Birthday 

“Celebrate  Harvey’s  Birthday” 
said  the  posters  which  had  an¬ 
nounced  a  street  party  in  the 
Castro  area  scheduled  for  May  22, 
which  would  have  been  Harvey 
Milk’s  49th  birthday.  The  party 


Carol  Ruth  Silver  (face  covered 
with  cloth),  who  was  hit  by  a 
brick. 


went  on  as  planned,  and  the  police 
were  kept  out  of  sight,  according 
to  observers.  Some  10,000  people 
gathered  in  the  Castro  area  for  a 
night  of  music  and  celebration. 
There  was  no  violence  that  night, 
but  the  anger  is  still  there,  ac¬ 
cording  to  Andrea  Jepson,  an  aide 
to  Britt,  who  said,  “There  is  in¬ 
credible  gay  and  straight  anger 
over  the  verdict  in  the  Dan  White 
trial.” 

Britt  said,  with  reference  to  the 
violence  of  May  21,  “Rather  than 
condemn  it  or  apologize  for  it,  try 
to  understand  it.” 
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NGHC  Meets 

Continued  from  Page  3 
said,  “Bernice  Goodman  set  the 
context  of  what  we  are  about.  She 
and  the  other  women  led  the  way 
at  the  conference.  They  unified  us 
all.  There  seemed  to  be  a  real 
consciousness-raising.  Many  men 
began  to  see  the  relevance  of  fem¬ 
inism.  Men  began  to  see  the  con¬ 
nection,  in  the  words  of  Bernice, 
between,  ‘the  holy  trinity  of 
racism,  sexism,  and  homophobia’.” 

Henry  Messer,  M.D.,  was  the 
other  keynote  speaker.  He  told 
the  unique  story  of  his  life  and 
how,  legitimized  in  the  world  of 
neurosurgery,  his  specialness  as  a 
gay  neurosurgeon  has  impacted 
on  those  with  whom  he  has 
worked  and  on  the  medical 
students  he  has  taught. 

Three  resolutions  were  passed 
at  the  conference.  The  first  sup¬ 
ported  the  gay  March  on  Wash¬ 
ington  scheduled  for  October 
1979.  This  resolution  was  passed 
after  considerable  discussion  over 
the  stated  purposes  of  the  march. 
The  resolution  read,  in  part,  “Be 
it  Resolved  That:  The  National 
Gay  Health  Coalition  supports  the 
gay  March  on  Washington  of  1979 
and  urges  all  its  member  organiza¬ 
tions  and  individuals  to  adopt  a 
similar  position.” 

The  second  resolution  passed 
dealt  with  the  White  House  Con¬ 
ference  scheduled  for  1981.  This 
resolution  included  three  sections: 
there  must  be  included  at  least  one 
openly  gay  female  and  one  openly 
gay  male  on  the  advisory  council 
which  plans  the  conference;  the 
advisory  council  must  “.  .  .  solicit 
ongoing  input  from  the  relevant 
gay  organizations  and  profes¬ 
sional  caucuses  in  all  aspects  of 
the  conference”;  and  “The 


in  NYC 

NGHC  calls  upon  the  Advisory 
Council  to  insure  adequate  gay 
representation  at  the  Conference 
itself.” 

The  third  resolution  was  initi¬ 
ated  by  the  Homophile  Commun¬ 
ity  Health  Service  and  concerns 
the  way  in  which  funding  is  allo¬ 
cated  to  mental  health  agencies 
and  supports  new  legislation 
which  takes  account  of  minority 
groups  in  getting  funding.  The 
resolution  includes  four  sections: 
“NGHC  supports  the  position  of 
the  alcoholism  task  force  of  the 
Presidential  Commission  on 
Mental  Health  that  the  gay 
community  is  a  ‘special  needs’ 
minority  entitled  to  specialized 
services  geared  to  its  unique 
needs”;  “NGHC  insists  that  this 
recognition  be  expanded  to  cover 
the  entire  range  of  mental  health 
services”;  the  Executive  and 
Legislative  branches  of  govern¬ 
ment  “.  .  .  solicit  input  from  the 
gay  caucuses  of  the  mental  health 
professional  associations,  and 
from  gay  provider  agencies,  in  the 
drafting  of  mental  health  legisla¬ 
tion  .  .  .”;  and  “The  NGHC 
establish  a  Task  Force  on  Federal 
Health  Legislation  which  may 
serve  as  a  coordinating  body  for 
putting  federal  officials  in  touch 
with  appropriate  individuals  and 
groups  in  the  gay  community,  so 
that  future  legislation  will  more 
adequately  serve  the  needs  of  the 
gay  community.” 

Two  new  organizations 
emerged  from  the  conference.  The 
first  is  “The  National  Association 
of  the  Gay  Service  Centers”  which 
is  an  organization  which  will  rep¬ 
resent  those  gay  agencies  which 
help  to  meet  the  social,  mental, 
physical,  or  alcoholism-related 


needs  of  the  gay  and  lesbian  com¬ 
munity.  Susan  Rosen  of  the 
Homophile  Community  Health 
Service  will  co-chair  this  new  or¬ 
ganization. 

The  second  organization  emerg¬ 
ing  from  the  conference  is  “The 
Gay  Health  Foundation”  which 
will  be  a  non-profit  organization. 
An  expressed  goal  of  this  organi¬ 
zation  is  to  take  over  the  organiz¬ 
ing  responsibilities  of  the  National 
Gay  Health  Conference.  Another 
goal  is  the  publishing  of  a  journal 
of  gay  health  issues  which  will 
serve  as  an  information  network 
of  ongoing  research  and  service 
programs.  Joel  Hencken  of 
HCHS  will  be  organizing  this  new 
journal. 

Many  delegates  to  this  confer¬ 
ence  came  away  with  the  feeling 
that  they  were  changed  in  a  posi¬ 
tive  way.  Kevin  McGuirr,  alco¬ 
holism  counselor  at  HCHS  and  a 
nursing  student,  stated,  “Each 
year,  more  people  are  being  at¬ 
tracted  to  the  National  Gay 
Health  Coalition.  At  these  confer¬ 
ences  we  are  given  the  tools  to 
organize  to  change  attitudes  and 
to  reach  other  gay  people  in  our 
profession.  We  left  the  conference 
feeling  good  and  look  forward  to 
next  year.” 

The  next  National  Gay  Health 
Coalition  conference  is  tentatively 
scheduled  for  the  West  Coast  next 
year. 

The  National  Gay  Health  Coali¬ 
tion  has  published  The  National 
Gay  Health  Directory:  A  Com¬ 
pendium  of  Health  Services  for 
Lesbians  and  Gay  Men,  which  is 
available  by  sending  $3.55  post¬ 
paid  to:  NGHC,  P.O.  Box  677, 
Old  Chelsea  Station,  New  York, 
NY  10011. 
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Xanadu  Graphics 

is  alive  and  well.... 

at  143  Albany  Street,  Cambridge 

We  wont  to  emphasize  that  the  closing  of  Xonodu  Printing  Corporation 
ond  Xonodu  Books  has  not  affected  the  "parent"  company,  Xonodu 
Graphics,  Inc.  In  fact,  we  ore  in  the  midst  of  expanding  our  facilities  to 
give  you  better  service. 

Phototypesetting  —  Visual  Display  Terminal  with  floppy  disc  memory 
Complete  Pasteup  Facilities,  Camera-Ready 
Layout  and  Design  Service  and  Consultation 

Please  call  David  Stryker  at  661-6975  for  your  Graphics  requirement#. 
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We  Provide  Complete  Printing  Services 
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A  DECADE  OF  GAY  DEFIANCE 


Such  as  the  world  had  never  before  imagined  (from  New  York's  Stonewall 
Riots  to  California's  stunning  defeat  of  the  Brigg's  Initiative)  will  be 
marked  by  the  gathering  of  Lesbians  and  Gay  Men  at  the  nation's  Capital  in 
numbers  unprecedented  in  history. 

Its  not  been  easy.  We've  sustained  many  painful  defeats— most  recently  the 
murder  of  San  Francisco's  much  loved  Gay  Supervisor  Harvey  Milk—  and 
always  the  spectre  of  Anita  Bryant's  hate  campaign  and  the  "New"  Right, 
But  our  opponents  and  our  defeats  must  be  seen  as  a  tribute  to  our  successes; 
to  many,  our  new  power  is  frightening. 

OCTOBER  14,  1979  /  GAY  MARCH  ON  WASHINGTON 

ON  OCTOBER  14,  1979  BRING  ALL  YOUR  GAY  LOVE,  PRIDE  AND 
ANGER  TO  WASHINGTON  D.C.  AND  LET  'EM  KNOW  WHAT  THE 
NEXT  DECADE  WILL  BE  LIKE. 

Your  contribution  to  the  March  may  be  sent  to  the  March  on  Washington  Committee/ 
San  Francisco,  44  Lurmont  Terrace,  San  Francisco,  California  94133.  (Please  make 
checks  payable  to:  MOWC/SF). 


WEAR  A  BUTTON! 
MAKE  YOURSELF  VISIBLE 
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-HARVEY  MILK 
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50%  OF  PROCEEDS  WILL  BENEFIT) 
“THE  MARCH  ON  WASHINGTON” 


Check  payable  to: 

NATIONAL  GAY  MARCH  BUTTONS 
332A  SANCHEZ  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94114 
PLEASE  SEND  ME: 

_ Buttons  @  $1 .00  ea.  = _ Total  | 

= _ Total  I 


_ Buttons  @  S  .65  ea.  = _ 

(min.  ordnr  of  50  !tuttons) 

Postage  &  handling  charges:  .25c  for  first 
button  and  .10c  each  additional  button  = _ Total 
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Mary  Faith  at  the  piano 

Dance  to  Boston’s  Best  D.J.  —  Danae 

Also  Claire  Francis  in  the  Under  20  Disco 
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“Homosexuality  In  Perspective”  in  Perspective 


William  H.  Masters  and  Virginia  E.  Johnson 


Or  Bad  for  the  Gays? 


By  Robert  Etherington 

The  currently  fashionable  status  homosexuality  enjoys  (in  certain 
limited  circles)  has  induced  nearly  every  social  scientist,  psychologist, 
psychiatrist  and  mountebank  to  rush  into  print  to  tell  us  what 
homosexuality  is  or  isn’t  and  whether  or  not  we  should  approve  of  it. 
Most  such  publications  have  little  scientific,  never  mind  literary,  merit. 
Kinsey  associate  Wardell  Pomeroy  has  commented  that  so  much 
nonsense  is  written  on  the  subject  one  can  hardly  keep  track  of  it  all, 
assuming  one  wants  to.  When  will  it  end?  Certainly  not  until  after  all  the 
principal  sex  researchers  have  had  a  go  at  it.  Homosexuality  is  still  an 
exotic  subject,  off  limits  until  recently  to  all  but  the  most  daring  or 
foolhardy  researchers.  Even  now  we  don’t  know  for  certain  why  some 
people  turn  for  sex  primarily  or  exclusively  to  members  of  their  own 
gender.  Such  a  mystery  is  evidently  irresistible  to  scientists,  publishers 
and  those  members  of  the  public,  (usually  called  “professionals”)  who 
can  read  big  words  and  aren’t  bothered  by  high  velocity  winds. 

Last  year  brought  us  the  Bell  and  Weinberg  Homosexualities,  an 
official  publication  of  the  Institute  for  Sex  Research.  We  now  have  an 
equally  official  publication  of  the  Masters  and  Johnson  Institute, 
Homosexuality  in  Perspective.  Like  the  Bell  and  Weinberg  study,  this 
latest  work  by  William  Masters  and  Virginia  Johnson  has  attracted  a  large 
amount  of  publicity  and,  of  course,  controversy.  (Charles  Socarides  has 
already  condemned  it,  not  unexpectedly.)  But  it  will  probably  go  largely 
unread,  and  with  good  reason.  It  is  very  badly  written  and  tells  us  little 
about  homosexuality  that  was  not  already  known. 

Homosexuality  in  Perspective  is  the  first  book  by  Masters  and 
Johnson  dealing  with  intragender  sexual  behavior.  Over  the  years 
Masters  and  Johnson  have  studied  heterosexuality  exclusively  and,  I 
think,  brilliantly,  in  that  they  championed  the  cause  of  female  sexuality, 
proving  that  women  have  a  need  for,  hence  a  right  to,  sexual  pleasure  at 
least  equal  to  that  of  men.  They  further  demonstrated  that  men  have 
little  awareness  or  understanding  of  women’s  sexual  capacities  and  are, 
therefore,  undeserving  of  their  traditional  role  of  “sexual  expert.”  The 
cultural  consequences  of  such  ideas  have  been  considerable  and  surely 
beneficial.  Women  are  now  (sometimes)  allowed  to  be  sexually  more 
aggressive  than  would  have  been  thought  proper  even  a  decade,  never 
mind  a  century,  ago.  And  men  (sometime)  realize  that  during  sex  they 
should  play  the  role  of  servant  at  least  as  often  as  that  of  master. 

But  Homosexuality  in  Perspective,  for  all  the  publicity  it  has 
attracted,  probably  won’t  have  as  grand  a  cultural  effect  as  Masters’  and 
Johnson’s  earlier  works  deserved.  Excepting  one  chapter  on  fantasy 
patterns,  the  book  contains  little  startling  information  about 
homosexuality.  Its  prose  is  so  wretched  that  it  may  add  to  rather  than 
subtract  from  the  mystery  surrounding  the  subject. 

When  criticized  for  sloppy  writing,  as  they  have  often  been,  Masters 
and  Johnson  point  out  that  they  have  neither  the  desire  nor  the  skill  to 
produce  works  of  literature.  Very  well.  But  one  needs  no  literary 
pretensions  to  avoid  phrases  like  “conceptualize  therapeutic  modalities” 
or  “in  the  immediacy  of  the  present.”  And  some  sentences  are  of  an 
unbelievable  clumsiness:  “Originality  of  sexual  approach  and  subjective 
appreciation  of  the  partner’s  pleasure  quotient,  together  with  the  highest 
level  of  verbal  and  nonverbal  communication  of  any  of  the  study  groups, 
tended  to  enhance  the  sensuous  aspects  of  the  committed  homosexual 
relationship  and  therefore  to  neutralize  the  long-  range  disadvantage  of 
channelized  stimulative  opportunity.”  Apparently  Masters  and  Johnson 
find  the  English  language  a  great  mystery. 


The  basic  purpose  of  Homosexuality  in  Perspective  was  to  compare 
in  a  laboratory  setting  the  sexual  behavior  of  homosexuals  (of  both 
genders)  to  that  of  heterosexuals  to  see  if  there  were  significant 
physiological  differences  in  sexual  functioning.  In  addition,  there  is 
much  discussion  of  sexual  dysfunction  and  orientation  dissatisfaction 
among  homosexuals  and  how  they  can  be  clinically  treated.  The 
heterosexual  subjects  were  largely  left  over  from  earlier  Masters  and 
Johnson  research  projects,' 'whilethe  homosexual  subjects  (94  men  and  82 
women)  were  newly  recruited.  Neither  group  is  even  slightly 
representative  of  the  population  as  a  whole,  as  Masters  and  Johnson 
themselves  are  quick  to  point  out.  Of  the  94  gay  men,  77  have  at  least  one 
college  degree.  The  same  is  true  of  55  of  the  82  lesbians.  Three  of  the 
lesbians  and  only  one  gay  man  are  over  the  age  of  50.  Minority  subjects 
are  absent.  The  sampling  is  thus  weighted  in  favor  of  the  young,  the  well 
educated,  and,  presumably,  the  well-to-do. 

But  there  is  an  even  more  interesting  sampling  bias:  “It  was  believed 
that  in  order  to  evaluate  sexual  interaction  patterns  with  greatest 
accuracy,  the  focus  should  be  on  couples  in  committed  relationships  of 
reasonably  long  standing.”  Masters  and  Johnson  thus  deliberately  set  out 
to  recruit  as  many  monogamous  homosexual  couples  as  possible. 
Suprisingly,  they  found  a  fair  number,  including  1 1  male  couples  whose 
relationship  had  lasted  more  than  ten  years.  It  is  nice  to  know  that  such 
long-term  relationships  between  homosexual  men  really  do  exist.  But  they 
are  not  extremely  common,  particularly  among  younger  homosexuals. 
Did  Masters  and  Johnson  take  the  time  and  make  the  effort  to  recruit 
“committed”  couples  merely  because  it  is  easy  to  study  their  sexual 
interactions?  Or  was  there  an  ulterior  motive,  specifically,  the 
promotion  of  monogamy  over  promiscuity?  Certainly  much  of 
Homosexuality  in  Perspective  reads  like  a  tract  on  the  virtues  of  getting 
and  keeping  only  one  sex  partner,  whether  the  people  involved  are 
homosexual  or  heterosexual.  Whenever  the  sexual  behavior  patterns  of 
“committed”  couples  were  compared  to  those  of  “assigned”  couples 
(people  unacquainted  with  each  other  outside  the  laboratory),  the 
committed  couples  by  Masters’  and  Johnson’s  standards  almost 
invariably  performed  better.  They  had  a  greater  willingness  to 
communicate  with  each  other  (bn  which  Masters  and  Johnson  place  a 
great  premium)  and  to  take  the  time  to  bring  each  other  to  the  highest 
levels  of  sexual  pleasure.  One  of  the  many  signs  of  such  great  arousal  is 
vasocongestion  which,  among  committed  lesbian  couples,  was  more 
“severe”  (surely  an  odd  word  choice)  than  among  assigned  lesbian  and  all 
heterosexual  couples.  And  those  male  homosexuals  who  establish 
committed  relationships  are  rewarded  with,  among  other  things, 
constantly  expanding  erections.  “Many  times  the  research  team  felt 
certain  that  the  particular  erection  had  peaked  in  engorgement,  only  to 
observe  minimal  further  expansion.”  (We  aren’t  told  how  these 
measurements  were  taken.) 

So  thrilled  are  Masters  and  Johnson  by  such  physiological 
phenomena  that  they  believe  committed  homosexuals  are  the  most 
proficient  sexual  technicians,  superior  even  to  monogamous 
heterosexuals.  (Indeed,  male  heterosexuals  are  treated  quite 
contemptuously,  probably  because  of  their  apparent  reluctance  to 
communicate  with  their  partners.) 

Intragender  empathy  is  the  most  obvious  explanation  for 
homosexuals’  great  proficiency.  But  Masters  and  Johnson  also  maintain 
that  homosexuals  are  limited  largely  to  masturbation,  fellatio  and 
cunnilingus,  with  coitus  (the  ultimate  goal)  denied  them.  Because  the 
number  of  sex  acts  available  to  homosexuals  is  limited,  gay  people  must 
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brings  to  the  Institute  either  his 
committed  partner  or  one  he  has 
recruited  for  the  purpose  —  sur¬ 
rogate  partners  are  no  longer 
used.  Treatment  lasts  for  two 
weeks  and  includes  diagnostic 
interviews,  a  medical  examination 
and  laboratory  sexual  interaction 
under  instruction  from  Masters 
and  Johnson.  Sex  devices  such  as 
dilators  are  used  where  appropri¬ 
ate.  This  program  has  proved 
astonishingly  successful  for  het¬ 
erosexuals  and  —  no  surprise  —  it 
works  as  well  for  gays.  An  overall 
failure  rate  of  only  about  10% 
was  recorded  even  after  five  years 
of  followup. 

These  cases  are  not  just  the  easy 
ones  either.  In  some  instances,  the 
dysfunctional  patients  had  never 
had  an  orgasm  either  with  a  part¬ 
ner  or  by  masturbation,  yet  at  the 
end  of  the  two-week  treatment 
program  most  patients  became 
functional. 

Masters  and  Johnson  are  at 
their  best  in  this  section.  They 
quite  clearly  regard  a  homosexual 
orientation  as  equal  in  dignity  to 
heterosexual  orientation.  Their 
Continued  on  Page  11 
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The  grand  old  couple  of  sex  re¬ 
search  has  done  it  again!  Dr. 
William  Masters  and  his  wife,  Ms. 
Virginia  Johnson,  have  been 
quietly  studying  and  treating  gay 
people  for  more  than  20  years. 
This  book  is  their  first  public 
report  and  it  is  certain  to  become  a 
basic  reference  for  sex  researchers 
and  therapists.  Given  the  authors’ 
celebrity,  it  should  also  influence 
public  opinion  and  in  a  direction 
which  I  judge  will  be  generally 
favorable  to  gays. 

Dr.  Masters  and  Ms.  Johnson 
conducted  their  research  in  total 
secrecy.  Until  its  publication,  no 
one  had  any  idea  what  Homo¬ 
sexuality  In  Perspective  would 
say,  although  its  tone  could  have 
been  predicted,  as  it  turns  out, 
quite  accurately,  from  their  pre¬ 
vious  books,  especially  Human 
Sexual  Response  (1966)  and 
Human  Sexual  Inadequacy 
(1970). 

Like  theirearlier  work  with  het¬ 
erosexuals,  the  authors  began  with 
a  preclinical  investigation  to  learn 
about  normal  patterns  of  homo¬ 
sexual  response  through  a  labora¬ 
tory  observation  of  gay  male 
couples  and  lesbian  couples 
having  sex.  Eighty  “committed” 
couples  were  chosen  (38  female, 
42  male)  who  were  willing  to  be 
observed  and  who  felt  secure 
about  their  sexual  functioning. 
These  couples  were  invited  to 
undertake  their  usual  patterns  of 
sexual  interaction  in  the  labora¬ 
tory.  However,  they  were  asked  to 
reach  orgasm  by  a  technique 
specified  in  the  research  design: 
indivuduai  masturbation,  partner 
manipulation  or  fellatio/ cunnilin¬ 
gus.  Each  couple  was  observed  at 
least  once  employing  each  type  of 
sexual  stimulation.  A  comparison 
group  of  40  committed  heterosex¬ 
ual  couples  was  assigned  a  similar 
performance  sequence  with  coitus 
in  addition.  Fot  lesbian  and  gay 
couples,  “committed”  means 
living  together  for  more  than  a 
year;  for  straight  couples  it  means 
marriage. 

As  a  comparative  dimension  to 
the  committed  couples,  a  small 
number  of  uncommitted  individ¬ 
uals  were  formed  into  “assigned” 
couples  (four  lesbian,  seven  gay 
male,  seven  heterosexual)  so  that 
the  sexual  responses  of  unfamiliar 
partners  might  be  observed. 

Direct  observation  of  sexual 
encounters  is  the  backbone  of  the 
Masters  and  Johnson  technique, 
so  it  is  puzzling  to  find  it  described 
rather  sketchily.  One  gathers  that 
both  investigators  were  in  the 
room  and  watching  at  very  close 
hand  while  sexual  encounters  were 
taking  place.  For  example,  they 
observe:  “During  females’  orgas¬ 
mic  experiences,  the  .  .  .  rectal 
sphincters  contracted  in  simul¬ 
taneous  rhythm  with  the  contrac¬ 
tions  ...  at  the  vaginal  outlet  (ap¬ 
proximately  0.8  second  intervals). 
Rectal  sphincter  contractions 
usually  recurred  three  to  five  times 
before  there  was  involuntary 
lengthening  of  the  intercontractile 
interval.”  You  can’t  usually  make 
observations  like  that  through  a 
one-way  mirror  or  by  remote  TV. 
Some  subjects  were  also  wired  to 
recording  apparatus  for  the  collec¬ 
tion  of  pulse  and  blood  pressure 
data.  Sexual  interactions  must 


also  have  been  interrupted  at 
times  while  the  investigators  per¬ 
formed  pelvic  examinations. 

As  one  would  expect,  the  phy¬ 
siologic  responses  of  the  gay 
women  and  men  were  no  different 
from  the  heterosexuals  during  the 
various  phases  of  sexual  excite¬ 
ment.  A  major  difference  was, 
however,  observed  in  the  way 
partners  interacted.  The  homo¬ 
sexual  couples  took  their  time', 
they  appeared  more  relaxed  and  to 
be  more  subjectively  involved  in 
the  sexual  activity.  By  contrast, 
the  married  couples  appeared 
climax-oriented  —  under  pressure 
to  “get  the  job  done.” 

Further,  the  gay  couples  (my 
usage,  by  the  way;  Masters  and 
Johnson  always  say  “homosex¬ 
ual”)  utilized  their  familiarity 
with  their  own  sexual  responses  to 
the  advantage  of  their  partner. 
For  example,  a  woman  knowing 
that  her  breasts  might  be  tender 
during  particular  phases  of  the 
menstrual  cycle  would  inquire 
whether  she  was  handling  her 
partner  too  roughly.  No  straight 
man  ever  asked  that. 

The  gays’  advantage  in  sensu¬ 
ous  communication  was  less 
marked  when  assigned  couples 
were  compared.  Assigned  gays 
also  tended  toward  quick,  per¬ 
formance-oriented  sex,  but  they 
were  still  more  involved  than  the 
assigned  heterosexuals. 

Two  other  parts  of  the  pre¬ 
clinical  investigation  are  interest¬ 
ing.  In  the  course  of  recruiting 
subjects.  Masters  and  Johnson 
identified  a  small  group  of  “ambi¬ 
sexual”  women  and  men  who 
claimed  to  be  indifferent  to  their 
partner’s  gender.  The  ambisexuals 
were  assigned  both  male  and 
female  partners  and  they  did 
indeed  perform  easily  with  both. 
Ambisexuality  sounds  like  a  per¬ 
formance  ideal,  but  the  authors 
note  that  these  subjects  had  few 
long-lasting  personal  commit¬ 
ments;  in  fact,  they  deliberately 
avoided  more  than  superficial 
relationships  with  their  sexual 
partners. 

A  chapter  I  found  of  great 
interest  deals  with  sexual  fantas¬ 
ies.  Forced  sexual  encounters  were 
frequently  fantasized  by  all  sub¬ 
jects,  but  gays’  fantasies  con¬ 
tained  more  violent  imagery. 
Cross-preference  sexual  en¬ 
counters,  surprisingly,  were  also 
common  with  both  gay  and 
straight  subjects.  The  authors 
caution  therapists  not  to  interpret 
cross-preference  fantasies  in  gays 
as  a  “latent  wish”  to  change  pref¬ 
erence.  They  also  noted  that  sub¬ 
jects  who  at  first  said  cross-pref¬ 


erence  behavior  was  “disgusting” 
and  “unthinkable”  later  acknowl¬ 
edged  precisely  these  fantasies  as 
they  developed  trust  in  the 
research  team. 

It  should  nowbe  clear  that  the 
authors’  commitment  to  sex¬ 
watching  was  indefatigable  — 
indeed  it  was  monumental.  Sev¬ 
eral  thousand  sexual  response 
cycles  occurred  in  the  laboratory, 
all  or  almost  all,  personally  ob¬ 
served  by  both  authors  who 
worked,  we  are  told,  Friday 
nights,  Saturdays,  and  Sundays. 
Before  this  awesome  accomplish¬ 
ment  one  hesitates  to  suggest  that 
anything  might  have  been  done 
differently,  yet  the  data  do  leave 
certain  disappointments. 

There  is  only  one  black  couple 
and  only  a  few  subjects  over  50. 
But  the  biggest  disappointment 
was  the  absence  of  anal  inter¬ 
course  as  an  assigned  sexual  tech¬ 
nique.  The  authors  say  that  anal 
intercourse  was  “preferred  by 
only  a  minority  of  our  subjects” 
though  preference  figures  aren’t 
given.  We  know  from  other 
research  that  anal  intercourse  is 
employed  at  some  time  by  about 
80%  of  gay  men  and  is  a  preferred 
activity  by  approximately  one 
third. 

Masters  and  Johnson  did  ob¬ 
serve  anal  intercourse  in  a  small 
subproject  with  five  male  couples 
and  seven  heterosexual  couples, 
but  the  advantage  of  comparing  a 
large  group  with  heterosexual 
coitus  was  lost.  This  omission 
casts  a  shadow  over  the  other  re¬ 
search  findings.  It  makes  one 
wonder  whether  the  committed 
couples  are  really  representative 
and  whether  the  contrast  between 
gay-straight  sensual  involvement 
might  have  been  less  marked  if  an 
activity  comparable  to  coitus  had 
been  employed.  Also,  the  statistics 
on  erectile  failure  would  certainly 
have  been  greater  than  they  were 
among  gays  if  a  penetrative  tech¬ 
nique  had  been  required  of  them. 

The  preclinical  phase  was  fin¬ 
ished  in  1970  and  the  investigators 
were  ready  to  begin  the  treatment 
of  homosexual  dysfunctions, 
mostly  impotence  in  men  and 
anorgasmia  (inability  to  have  an 
orgasm)  in  women.  Twenty-seven 
women  and  57  men  entered 
treatment  for  sexual  dysfunction. 
The  few  cases  of  premature 
ejaculation  were  found  to  be  so 
easily  reversible  that  they  did  not 
require  the  regular  Institute  treat¬ 
ment  program. 

The  Masters  and  Johnson  treat¬ 
ment  approach  is  already  familiar 
from  Human  Sexual  Dysfunction. 
Briefly,  a  dysfunctional  patient 


1 


Pag*  8  • 


Gay  Community  News,  June  2, 1979 


of  necessity  have  greater  skill  in  performing  those  acts.  (Strangely, 
Masters  and  Johnson  devote  almost  no  time  to  discussing  rectal 
intercourse,  an  obvious  option  for  homosexual  men.  I  get  the  impression 
the  doctors  don’t  much  like  sodomy;  they  seem  to  think  it  “unnatural 
since  the  anus,  unlike  the  vagina,  doesn’t  lubricate  itself  in  preparation 
for  intercourse.) 

But  for  all  the  sexual  skills  homosexuals  evidently  possess,  woe  to 
those  who  fall  into  promiscuity.  Nowhere  is  this  clearer  than  in  Masters’ 
and  Johnson’s  discussion  of  those  they  call  “ambisexuals”  —  people  who 
respond  to  any  sufficient  stimulus,  regardless  of  the  partner’s  gender,  and 
who  have  no  interest  in  establishing  committed  relationships.  Masters 
and  Johnson  aren’t  completely  intolerant  of  such  people.  They  praise 
ambisexuals  ’  willingness  to  communicate  with  their  partners,  whomever 
they  are,  and  their  tolerance  for  all  forms  of  sexual  behavior:  “...any 
individual  who  can  live  in  today’s  society  without  the  handicap  of  sexual 
prejudice  is  indeed  privileged,  for  sexual  prejudice  is  a  cornerstone  that 
supports  any  number  of  social  biases.” 

However,  “the  ambisexual’s  life  is  not  without  thorns.”  The 
“constant  partner  rotation”  can  lead  to  that  terrible  sexual  affliction, 
boredom,  “when  a  new  face  is  just  a  new  face.”  Other  disadvantages  can 
include  sexual  dysfunction,  social  isolation  and  an  inability  to  attract  new 
partners  as  the  ambisexual  ages.  The  future  of  uncommitted 
homosexuals  is  only  slightly  less  gloomy.  Obviously,  the  good  doctors 
believe  promiscuity  is  the  road  to  social  and  sexual  ruin. 

I  don’t  necessarily  dispute  this,  at  least  not  entirely.  Aging  homo- 
and  ambisexuals  do  have  a  few  special  problems  not  fully  shared  by 
heterosexuals.  But  I  think  Masters  and  Johnson  greatly  overstate  the 
case.  Because  they  have  found  it  easy  to  study  the  sexual  behavior  of 
people  used  to  having  sex  with  each  other,  they  now  believe  that  only 
those  in  committed  couples  are  capable  of  enjoying  sex  to  the  fullest. 
But,  though  there  are  a  few  measurable  physiological  differences  between 
homosexuals  in  committed  couples  and  those  in  assigned  couples,  such 
differences  aren’t  very  great  and  certainly  don’t  prove  any  necessary 
connection  between  promiscuity  and  sexual  dysfunction.  And  because  so 
few  older  people  were  included  in  the  sample  population.  Masters  and 
Johnson  can’t  truthfully  describe  the  fate  of  aging  homosexuals.  I 
suspect  that  fate  is  less  melodramatic  than  this  study  suggests. 

Interestingly,  however,  uncommitted  heterosexual  couples  do  appear 
to  have  relatively  significant  sexual  problems,  much  greater  than  those  of 
committed  heterosexuals.  It  may  be  that,  so  far  as  sexual  performance  is 
concerned,  at  least  an  attempt  at  monogamy  is  the  best  policy  for 
heterosexuals,  particularly  since  straight  men  appear  to  be  extremely  inept 
when  dealing  with  women  they  don’t  know. 

Despite  the  apparent  superiority  of  homosexuals’  sexual  techniques, 
there  are  still  many  gay  people  who  are  either  dysfunctional  or  entirely 
dissatisfied  with  their  orientation.  The  second  half  of  Homosexuality  in 
Perspective  is  devoted  to  describing  various  cases  of  dysfunction  and 
dissatisfaction  and  the  “treatment  modalities”  Masters  and  Johnson 
“conceptualize.” 

Those  sections  dealing  with  treatment  of  dysfunction  are 
uncontroversial  and  full  of  sound  advice  to  health  care  professionals  to 
treat  only  the  dysfunction  and  avoid  fiddling  with  the  whole  sexual 
orientation. 

But  what  of  those  who  are  (or  seem  to  be)  entirely  dissatisfied  with  a 
homosexual  orientation  and  who  want  a  complete  change?  Is  such  a 
change  possible?  Conservative  psychiatrists  have  always  said  yes,  (though 
they’ve  had  little  success  in  producing  a  completely  reoriented  person). 
Masters  and  Johnson  have  now  joined  their  ranks  by  describing  several 
cases  of  homosexuals  whom  they  have  “converted”  or  “reverted”  to 
heterosexuality.  This  is  among  the  most  controversial  portion  of  the 
study  and,  it  must  be  said,  the  weakest.  Masters  and  Johnson  seem  to 
think  that  inducing  individuals  to  alter  their  patterns  of  sexual  behavior 
constitutes  complete  sexual  reorientation.  I  do  not  doubt  that  certain 
highly  motivated  people  can,  to  some  degree,  alter  their  sexual  behavior 
patterns.  But,  of  course,  one’s  sexual  orientation  isn’t  simply  a  question 
of  actual  behavior  but  also  of  fantasies  and  emotions  —  the  results  of  all 
the  psychological  as  well  as  physical  experiences  one  has  had  since  birth. 
A  complete  behavioral  and  psychic  reorientation  is  probably  impossible, 
short  of  a  brain  transplant.  Since  Masters  and  Johnson  don’t  practice 
such  delicate  surgery,  I  view  their  claims  about  complete  “conversions” 
sceptically. 

Masters  and  Johnson  themselves  admit  that  their  supporting 
evidence  is  a  “disaster  area.  ”  A  substantial  number  of  conversion  clients 
were  unavailable  for  follow-up  investigation,  some  for  the  revealing 
reason  that  “continuing  contact  with  the  Institute  might  rekindle  prior 
homosexual  interests...”  This  is  hardly  a  sign  that  the  clients  felt  entirely 
secure  in  their  new  sexual  orientation.  Since  the  number  of  clients  was 
very  small  to  begin  with,  Masters  and  Johnson  were  left  with  few 
successful  cases.  They  labored  greatly  and  brought  forth  an  almost 
invisible  mouse. 

The  only  really  interesting  material  in  Homosexuality  in  Perspective 
apprears  in  the  single  chapter  devoted  to  the  sexual  fantasies  of  60 
homosexuals  and  an  equal  number  of  heterosexuals.  We  learn  that  the 
favorite  fantasy  of  all  the  heterosexuals  involved  replacing  established  sex 
partners.  So  much  for  monogamy.  And  evidently  all  the  subjects, 
regardless  of  gender  or  orientation,  fantasized  regularly  about  violent  sex. 

I  hesitate  to  comment  on  the  implications  of  this,  though  Masters  and 
Johnson  warn  against  attaching  too  much  importance  to  it:  “...no  desire 
to  act  out  such  fantasies  was  evidenced.” 

But  the  most  “intriguing”  return  from  the  investigation  is  the 
omnipresence  of  cross-preference  fantasies. 

Cross-preference  sexual  interaction  had  been  described  as  “unthinkable,” 
“revolting,”  “inconceivable,”  during  discussions  with  small  groups  of 
fully  committed  heterosexual  and  homosexual  men  and  women.  Yet  the 
very  men  and  women  whose  public  condemnation  of  variant  sexual 
activity  was  most  vitriolic  evidenced  as  significant  curiosity,  a  sense  of 
sexual  anticipation,  or  even  fears  for  effectiveness  of  sexual  performance 
when  musing  in  private  interviews  on  the  subject  of  cross-preference  inter¬ 
action. 

It  isn’t  a  complete  suprise  that  everyone  has  such  fantasies.  But  as  a 
rule,  heterosexuals  (and  some  homosexuals)  don’t  like  to  be  reminded  of 
it.  Perhaps  because  of  this.  Masters  and  Johnson  diplomatically  refrain 
from  dwelling  on  the  subject,  promising  more  discussion  in  a  “future 
publication.”  But  after  reading  Homosexuality  in  Perspective,  I  doubt  I 
could  survive  another  Masters  and  Johnson  study.  No  one  should  be 
‘exposed  to  their  dense  prose  more  than  once. 
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storytelling  —  his  art.  As  to  his  stated  autobiographical  works,  Isherwood  himself  explained 
that  the  true  autobiography  “presents  a  central  character  to  whom  all  other  characters  and  all 
events  are  directly  related,  and  by  whose  mind  all  experiences  are  subjectively  judged.”  This 


CHRISTOPHER  ISHERWOOD:  A  Critical  Biography 

By  Brian  Finney. 

New  York :  Oxford  University  Press. 

Illustrated,  $13.95. 


Reviewed  by  Jim  Marko 


T 

JL  HERE  is  a  renewed  interest  in  the  art  of  biography  with  the  recent  publication  of  The 
Biographer’s  Art.  The  collection  of  essays  by  Leon  Edel,  Alfred  Kazin,  Doris  Kearns  and 
others  takes  a  hard  and  critical  look  at  those  writers  who  work  with  the  lives  and  words  of 
others. 

Edel,  who  authored  a  massive  biography  of  Henry  James,  suggests  that  the  critic  of 
biography  should  be  concerned  not  only  with  the  presentation  of  the  subject’s  life,  but  with 
the  methods  and  style  of  the  biographer.  How  a  life  is  presented  by  any  critical  biographer  is 
as  important  as  the  facts  of  that  life. 

In  the  face  of  Auden’s  stern  vision  that  biographies  are  “usually  in  bad  taste,”  Edel  calls 
the  biographer’s  task  a  “noble  and  adventurous  art.” 

Christopher  Isherwood  was  a  biographer  of  self,  and  his  autobiographical  fictions  can  be 
reviewed  in  light  of  Edel’s  theory.  The  Christopher  of  The  Berlin  Stories  can  be  seen  as  the 
subject  of  Isherwood  the  author.  The  life  of  this  “character”  is  made  real  through 
Isherwood’s  particular  vision.  The  significance  of  Isherwood’s  work  lies  partly  in  his  able 


definition  fits  two  purposes:  it  describes  Edel’s  ideal  biographer,  in  the  Isherwood  who  has 
given  us  the  character  “Christopher”  in  The  Berlin  Stories,  and  it  helps  to  explain  the  innately 
autobiographical  nature  of  Isherwood’s  fictional  works. 

Unfortunately,  Brian  Finney  fails  as  an  observer  and  critical  biographer  of  Isherwood’s 
work.  If  we  look  at  Finney’s  methods  and  style  —  his  art  —  we  see  an  inability  to  judge  his 
subject’s  work  with  any  original  insight.  How  this  particular  life  is  presented  fails  to  tell  the 
story  with,  as  critic  Edel  might  point  out,  a  method  or  style  that  regards  Isherwood’s  works 
with  an  interpretation  that  is  “as  high  an  art  as  poetry  or  the  novel.” 

Because  Finney  was  granted  complete  and  unrestricted  access  to  Isherwood’s  private 
archives,  letters,  and  manuscripts,  the  reader  should  expect  to  find  a  wealth  of  new 
information  and  material.  But  Finney  is  not  a  discoverer  filled  with  perception  —  an 
“adventurous”  artist  —  but  merely  an  explorer  with  a  keen  eye.  A  methodical  reader  and  a 
careful  compiler,  he  offers  little  in  the  way  of  original  thought  or  literary  criticism.  For 
example,  in  his  discussion  of  Goodbye  to  Berlin  (certainly  the  best  known  of  Isherwood’s 
works),  Finney  offers  the  following  description: 

Section  I  is  dated  ‘Autumn  1930’,  just  as  the  last  Section  is  subtitled  ‘Winter  1932-33’.  The 
other  four  sections  progressively  span  the  intervening  time  gap:  ‘Sally  Bowles’  covers  October 
1930-Autumn  1931;  .  .  .  and  ‘The  Landauers’  recapitulates  by  starting  in  October  1930  and  looks 
forward  to  the  period  covered  by  the  final  diary,  ending  as  it  does  in  May  1933.  The  book, 
therefore,  is  a  portrait  of  Berlin  and  its  inhabitants  during  the  final  two  years  or  so  of  the  Weimar 
Republic,  [my  italics) 

Finney’s  point,  then,  is  to  advise  the  reader  that  Autumn  1930  to  May  1933  was  the  “final  two 
years  or  so  of  the  Weimar  Republic.”  It  was.  There  is  no  new  significance  here,  no  evidence  of 
a  methodology  that  will  lead  to  insight  —  no  “noble  and  adventurous  art.” 

Continued  on  Page  8 
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KILLING  FLOOR 

By  Ai. 

Boston:  Houghton-Mifflin,  $3.95. 

Reviewed  by  John  Rosario 

A 

AjL  STRANGE  and  cruel  beauty  distinguishes  the  poems 
of  Killing  Floor.  Their  lyricism  is  at  once  desperate  yet  con¬ 
trolled.  The  verse  is  simple,  direct,  intense;  it  is  immensely 
moving  and  carefully  constructed.  In  contrast  to  Ai’s  first 
volume  of  poetry,  Cruelty,  this  collection  has  grown  in  am¬ 
plitude  and  dimension.  Herconcerns  have  turned  global  and 
historical.  No  longer  does  the  poet  restrict  herself  to  scenes 
of  farming  communities  and  desert  towns.  Now  we  have 
scenes  of  Russia,  Spain,  and  South  America,  as  well. 

Ai’s  personnae,  the  poetic  term  for  masks,  are  voices 
that  speak  of  hopelessness  and  despair,  but  with  an  in¬ 
credible  passion  for  truth.  There  is  bitterness;  there  is  pain; 
but  there  is  also  determination.  The  personnae  of  Killing 
Floor  have  advanced  in  dimension  and  awareness.  When  Ai 
writes  of  the  difficult  lives  of  her  characters,  she  does  so 
with  acute  insight  and  intelligence.  Her  characters  are  utter¬ 
ly  real.  The  12  year  old  boy  in  “The  Mortician’s  .  .  .  Son” 
speaks  with  confidence  and  candor.  Viewing  the  dead  body 
in  the  mortuary,  he  explains, 

Lady,  when  you  were  alive 
I’d  see  you  on  the  streets. 

The  long  green  dress  with  the  velvet  flower 
sewn  dead  center  between  your  breasts 
so  tightly  I  could  never  get  a  look  inside 
As  he  moves  closer,  for  a  more  thorough  examination,  he 
notes  her  “dyed  red  hair”  and  the  cosmetic  mole  which 
“comes  off  black  and  oily  in  my  hand.”  Still  attracted  by 
the  image  of  the  woman,  he  succumbs  to  physical  arousal 
and  delayed  seduction. 

1  bend  over  your  breasts  and  sing, 
love,  sister,  is  just  a  kiss  away. 

I  cover  each  nipple  with  my  mouth. 

Tonight,  just  a  kiss  away. 


His  is  an  act  of  innocence  and  daring.  The  poem  is  not 
solely  about  morbid  lust  and  misdirected  sexuality.  It  is  also 
about  discovery  and  initiation,  and  a  conscious  exploration 
of  sexual  power. 

A  significant  number  of  these  poems  are  explicitly  con¬ 
cerned  with  death.  However,  the  poet  manages  to  entice  the 
reader  rather  than  repel,  as  she  evokes  a  keen  sensitivity  to 
her  subjects.  And  her  exact  recreation  of  these  extreme 
personalities,  through  which  she  writes,  makes  her  work 
compelling  and  unique.  It  is  as  if  the  confrontation  with 
death  transcends  morbidity  by  the  character’s  emergence 
into  a  profound  awareness  of  self,  in  relation  to  time  and 
experience.  In  the  poem  “Nothing  But  Color”  we  hear  the 
voice  of  Japanese  novelist  Yukio  Mishima,  on  the  day  of 
his  hari-ki  ri.  The  poem  is  an  internal  monologue,  so  we 
hear  his  private  thoughts  about  a  homosexual  affair,  prior 
to  his  self-immolation.  At  one  point  in  the  poem  there  is 
even  a  recreation  of  the  death  scene,  which  leads  tcf  a  mo¬ 
ment  of  utter  self-revelation, 

I  start  pulling  my  guts  out,  past  the  moon  and  the  sun, 
those  red  silk  cords,  past  darkness  into  white, 

spiralling  skyward,  I  mean  to  live, 

and  I’m  climbing  them 

Thus,  the  suicide  becomes  an  ironic  act,  toward  realization 
and  actualization. 

Surely  each  of  us  can  recognize  at  least  parts  of  our¬ 
selves  in  the  many  voices  through  which  Ai  speaks.  That  is 
the  amazing  power  of  her  talent.  Unlike  many  poets,  she 
does  away  with  psychology;  her  understanding  of  human 
nature  comes  from  compassion  and  wisdom,  from  facing 
life  itself.  And  it  is  for  this  reason  that  her  poems  give  us 
sustenance  and  strength.  The  tension  that  we  find  in  her 
work,  between  desperation  and  determination,  instills  us 
with  a  sense  of  power  and  restraint.  And  though  hers  is  an 
essentially  lyric  style,  she  avoids  the  solipsistic  mode  by 
resorting  to  time  and  geography  and  a  historical  dimension 
to  invigorate  her  verse.  Inthis  way  she  renders  the  distress 
and  exuberance  of  both  men  and  women  convincingly, 
without  pityoncondescension.iHer  vision,  one  of  transcen¬ 
dence  through  recognition  and  confrontation,  carries  with 
it  the  assertiveness  of  a  survivor. 
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BLACK  MACHO  AND  THE  MYTH 
OF  THE  SUPERWOMAN 


By  Michele  Wallace. 

New  York:  The  Dial  Press,  $7.95. 


Beverly  Smith  interviewed  by  Jil  Clark. 


M, 


.  ICHELE  Wallace  has  recently  published  a  book 
which  is  tenth  on  The  New  York  Times’  bestseller  list  and 
exuberantly  touted  by  the  feminist  press  as  well.  Many 
radical  feminists  hail  Black  Macho  and  the  Myth  of  the 
Superwoman  as  a  pioneering  excursion  into  the  heretofore 
unexplored  territory  of  sexual  politics  between  black 
women  and  black  men  and  between  blacks  and  whites. 

Other  radical  feminist  voices  have  begun  to  rise  above 
the  clamour  made  by  Wallace  enthusiasts.  Beverly  Smith,  a 
radical  black  lesbian  and  member  of  the  Combahee  River 
Collective,  is  more  than  disappointed  with  Wallace’s  book. 
She  told  GCN  that  Michele  Wallace  had  not  only  failed  to 
unearth  misogyny  and  homophobia  in  black  culture,  but 
had  built  the  book  on  this  sexist  ground. 

JC:  Do  you  think  that  this  book  represents  black 
feminism? 

BS:  This  is  not  a  feminist  book  .  .  .  Where  are  the  feminist 
writers  among  Wallace’s  sources?  Women  are  the 
primary  sources  on  women’s  experience.  Instead,  she 
frequently  quotes  white  male  writers  like  Norman 
Mailer  with  no  comment  about  what  this  means  for  her 
as  a  feminist.  I  would  hope  that  the  first  thing  that  a 
feminist  quoting  Mailer  would  write  down  after  his 
name  is,  “This  is  the  man  who  wrote  The  Prisoner  of 
Sex,  which  was  a  model  of  misogyny.”  Wallace 
doesn’t  ever  mention  that.  Is  this  woman  a  feminist. 

Michele  Wallace  is  a  “self-styled  feminist”:  she 
has  assumed  a  label  without  having  any  reference  to 
the  development  of  the  group’s  definition.  Her  version 
of  black  feminism  seems  to  be  something  that  she  con¬ 
cocted  without  doing  any  political  work  or  participat¬ 
ing  in  any  political  discussions  with  women  who  are 
serious  about  developing  black  feminist  theory  and 
practice. 

A  few  years  ago,  Michele  Wallace  wrote  an  article 
for  the  Village  Voice  which  was  great  simply  because  it 
emerged  from  her  own  personal  experience.  I  loved 
reading  about  this  black  woman  (Michele  herself) 
hiding  in  the  john,  eating  big  macs  and  french  fries  and 
being  overweight  and  miserable  because  of  sexual 
politics  on  campus  in  the  ’60s.  She  writes  about  how 
the  ethos  of  black  solidarity  was  oppressive  to  women: 
black  women  were  supposed  to  consciously  try  to  be 
more  open  to  talking  to  black  men  on  the  street.  I 
remember  this  and  it  was  rough.  Michele  wrote  about 
how  a  young  black  woman  hailed  a  black  man  with 
something  like,  “Hey,  brother,”  and  that  man  raped 
her.  She  became  pregnant  and  the  Black  Nationalists 
counseled  her  to  have  the  baby.  What  Michele  was 
writing  then  was  very  fine  because  it  was  a  succinct, 
direct  statement  about  the  difficulties  of  being  a  black 
woman. 

Something  has  happened  to  Michele  Wallace  since 
she  wrote  that  article. 

JC:  Do  you  think  that  the  Dial  Press  meant  to  discredit  the 
Black  Feminist  Movement  by  publishing  a  poor 
example  of  black  women’s  writing? 

BS:  I  doubt  that  they  know  or  care  whether  it’s  a  feminist 
book.  I  have  some  ideas,  though,  about  why  it  is  a 
bestseller.  This  is  a  book  about  the  favorite  fantasies  of 
the  American  psyche:  sex  and  race.  Looking  at  the 
cover,  I  bet  that  people  are  thinking,  “Oh,  black  men 
and  black  women  having  sex  together  ...”  Also,  the 
book  is  written  so  as  to  be  titillating:  she  refers  to  black 
pussy  and  white  cocks.  In  the  name  of  political 
analysis,  she  gives  us  images  like  that  found  on  page 
31:  “Come  1966,  the  black  man  had  two  pressing  tasks 
before  him:  a  white  woman  in  every  bed  and  a  black 
woman  under  every  heel.” 

In  that  passage,  she  is  referring  to  the  Black  Power 
Movement.  The  Black  Power  Movement  was  a  serious 
political  movement.  It  was  not  about  black  men  trying 
to  take  black  women  to  bed;  it  was  about  black  people 
trying  to  gain  some  self-determination  and  a  little 
breathing  space  in  this  country.  The  way  that  she 
trivializes  the  Black  Power  Movement,  as  well  as  the 
Civil  Rights  Movement,  is  dangerous.  In  fact,  I  think 
that  the  put-down  of  the  Civil  Rights  and  Black  Power 
Movements  in  this  book  appealed  to  the  publishers. 

Wallace  confuses  the  style  of  the  Black  Power 
Movement  with  the  content.  She’s  right  that  the  style 
was  macho  and  some  of  the  content  was  sexist. 
However,  it  was  a  movement  based  on  the  needs  of 
black  people  to  control  our  lives. 

JC:  Do  you  consider  this  book  to  be  dangerous  in  any 
other  ways? 

BS:  Besides  turning  black  women  against  feminism  by 
promoting  a  false  image  of  it,  I  feel  that  the  ideas 
presented  in  this  book  will  prevent  black  women  from 
uniting  with  white  women. 

JC:  Do  you  think  that  her  call  for  black  women’s  unity  at 
the  end  of  the  book  counteracts  the  negative  feelings 
about  black  feminism  that  she  may  have  engendered  in 
some  black  women  readers? 

BS:  There’s  a  lot  of  inflammatory  material  in  this  book. 

Continued  on  Page  7 
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CAPITALIST  PATRIARCHY  AND  THE 
CASE  FOR  SOCIALIST  FEMINISM 


Zillah  Eisenstein,  editor. 

New  York:  Monthly  Review  Press. 
$5.95. 


Reviewed  by  Joseph  Interrante 


I, 


.N  ITS  brief  but  rich  existence  as  an  autonomous 
movement,  socialist  feminism  has  steered  a  difficult  course. 
On  one  side,  it  faces  dismissal  by  traditional  left  groups, 
which  continue  to  treat  sexual  oppression  as  a  “secondary” 
feature  of  class.  On  the  other,  it  faces  hostility  from 
separatists  for  “selling  out”  (or,  more  charitably,  for 
“failing  to  recognize”)  their  “primary”  identity  as  women. 
The  tension  produced  by  this  false  dichotomy  between  class 
and  sex  has  been  accentuated  both  by  internal  divisions 
within  socialist  feminist  unions,  and  by  the  pervasive  (ex¬ 
ternal)  political  backlash  conditioned  by  the  current  econo¬ 
mic  recession.  No  wonder,  then,  that  some  s/f  groups  have 
fractured  since  1975  under  this  kind  of  pressure.  Yet  the 
tension  has  also  been  a  source  of  great  intellectual  and  prac¬ 
tical  vitality.  Socialist  feminists’  efforts  to  develop  strategy 
—  which  maintains  autonomy  without  slipping  into  isola¬ 
tion,  and  promotes  collaboration  with  other  radical  groups 
without  dissolving  women’s  specific  demands  —  have  led  to 
the  only  (so  far)  positive  and  assertive  response  to  the  New 
Right,  in  the  reproductive  rights  movement.  That  unparal¬ 
leled  organizational  achievement  has  its  roots  in  socialist 
feminist  analysis  of  women’s  historical  and  contemporary 
situations.  Capitalist  Patriarchy  and  the  Case  for  Socialist 
Feminism  is  an  excellent  introduction  to  that  analysis. 

The  articles  in  Capitalist  Patriarchy  explore,  in  a 
number  of  contexts,  the  relationship  between  male  supre¬ 
macy  and  class  domination.  Among  them  are:  questions 
and  methodology  integral  to  socialist  feminist  theory;  how 
theory  grows  out  of  women’s  everyday  lives;  the  central 
and  political  nature  of  women’s  roles  as  potential  mothers 
in  relation  to  their  situations;  how  the  organization  of 
women’s  work,  within  and  outside  the  home,  is  a  necessary 
and  essential  feature  of  capitalist  domination;  how  this 
organization  has  shaped  the  goals  and  tactics  of  earlier 
women’s  movements;  the  achievements  and  failures  of 
socialist  revolutions  in  Cuba  and  China  for  liberating 
women;  and  some  examples  of  socialist  feminist  activity  in 
the  United  States  (including  the  Combahee  River  Collective 
in  Boston).  Although  some  of  the  articles  cover  several  of 
these  themes,  none  cover  all  of  them;  indeed,  most  stress 
one  side  or  the  other  of  the  capitalist-patriarchal  relation¬ 
ship.  This  reflects  the  relative  youth  of  socialist  feminist 
scholarship.  Thus  editor  Eisenstein  stresses  that  the  articles 
must  be  read  creatively,  that  is,  in  relation  to  one  another. 
In  this  respect  the  reader  is  aided  by  her  clear  organization 
of  the  articles  into  sections,  and  her  brief  but  thoughtful  in¬ 
troduction  to  each  section.  As  a  result,  the  collection 
offers  an  analysis  that  touches  all  aspects  of  women’s  situa¬ 
tions  (class,  sex  and  race).  It  contributes  in  important  ways 
toward  what  one  author  calls  “dissolving  the  hyphen” 
between  socialism  and  feminism. 

Capitalist  Patriarchy  follows  the  initiative  begun  by 
radical  feminist  writers  in  focusing  attention  on  questions 
of  reproduction,  mothering  and  gender,  as  well  as  women’s 
friendships,  social  networks,  and  communities.  But  it  does 
so  in  ways  that  differentiate  socialist  feminism  from  radical 
feminism.  To  simplify  a  large  and  incredibly  diverse  body 
of  writing,  radical  feminists  emphasize  a  primary  division 
of  “sex  class”  based  upon  women’s  biology  as  an  inherent, 
universal,  unchanging  and  “natural”  condition.  This 
analysis  has  highlighted  those  areas  where  women’s  experi¬ 
ence  is  different  from  that  of  men;  it  was  a  necessary  pre¬ 
condition  for  exploring  that  half  of  experience  which  had 
(for  centuries)  been  dismissed  or  ignored  as  inessential. 
Thus,  radical  feminism  has  cultivated  a  raised  conscious¬ 
ness  among  women,  helped  to  create  women-centered  cul¬ 
tural  activities,  and  supported  the  development  of 
organized  structures  opposed  to  male  supremacy  — 
support  and  self-help  groups,  rape  crisis  centers,  battered 
women’s  shelters,  communes,  etc.  But  these  structures, 
while  a  necessary  precondition  for  liberation,  have  so  far 
been  insufficient  for  its  achievement.  Socialist  feminists 
argue  that  this  is  because  the  radical  feminist  perspective 
based  upon  biologic  sex  as  the  foundation  of  women’s 
oppression  “formulates  the  problem  [of  male  supremacy] 
incorrectly”  (p.50).  It  cannot  explain,  as  Elizabeth  Fee 


noted  several  years  ago,  how  oppression  has  developed, 
how  it  has  been  maintained  and  how  it  is  to  be  overcome.  It 
cannot  explain  the  totality  of  women’s  situations  as 
members  of  a  sex,  a  class  and  a  race  at  the  same  time.  The 
glorification  of  “essential”  female  experience  offers  an 
important  vision  of  a  possible  future.  Without  a  clear  and 
comprehensive  strategy  for  reaching  that  future,  however, 
it  may  end  up  simply  inverting,  not  undermining,  patriar¬ 
chal  ideology  —  after  all,  the  woman-as-nature  argument 
has  usually  justified  women’s  subordination,  not  their 
liberation.  In  other  words,  radical  feminism  has  supplied 
women  with  valuable  cultural  alternatives  for  living  in  soci¬ 
ety,  but  it  has  not  built  those  alternatives  into  a  strategy  for 
resistance  to  and  transformation  of  that  society. 

Socialist  feminists  also  view  reproduction  as  a  central 
feature  of  women’s  oppression,  but  they  see  reproduction 
in  cultural  and  social  rather  than  biological  terms.  Eisen¬ 
stein  argues,  for  example,  that  “women’s  and  men’s  bodies 
differ  biologically,  but  to  call  this  an  inequality  is  to  impose 
a  social  assessment  on  a  biological  difference”  (p.  19).  And 
Nancy  Chodorow  adds: 


It  is  society  that  collapses  women’s  purpose  with  her  biolo¬ 
gical  capacity.  Sex  class  is  not  biological  oppression,  it  is 
cultural  oppression.  The  agent  of  oppression  is  the  cultural 
and  political  definition  of  human  sexuality  as  ‘heterosexu¬ 
ality.’  The  institutions  of  family  and  marriage,  and  the 
protective  legal  and  cultural  systems  which  enforce  hetero¬ 
sexuality,  are  the  bases  of  the  political  repression  of 
women,  (p.44,  my  emphasis) 

In  other  words,  socialist  feminists  emphasize  that  the 
concept  of  the  oppression  of  women  is  itself  an  historical 
concept.  Although  the  subordination  of  women  through 
some  organization  of  sexuality  and  labor  has  existed  in  all 
societies,  the  specific  forms  of  that  organization  have  dif¬ 
fered  markedly.  The  differences  are  as  important  as  the 
continuities.  They  mean,  as  Barbara  Easton  pointed  out 
(Socialist  Review,  May-June,  1978),  that  the  aims  of 
feminism  have  changed  and  must  change  as  well  as  its  tac¬ 
tics.  Hence  this  anthology  is  called  Capitalist  Patriarchy, 
without  a  slash  mark  or  a  dash  separating  the  two  terms. 
Capitalism  and  patriarchy  are  not  independent,  or  even 
parallel,  systems  (as  Juliet  Mitchell  argued  years  ago),  but  a 
single  integrated  one.  According  to  these  articles,  patriar¬ 
chal  forms  have  not  merely  survived  into  capitalism;  they 
have,  with  capitalism,  become  a  new  and  different  structure 
of  domination. 

One  of  tne  distinctive  changes  in  women’s  situations 
under  industrial  capitalism,  examined  in  articles  by  Heidi 
Hartman,  Mary  Ryan  and  Nancy  Chodorow,  is  an  increas¬ 
ing  emphasis  of  women’s  roles  as  mothers  and  “gentle 
nurturers.”  This  emphasis  represented  a  transformation  in 
women’s  work  and  in  the  operation  of  the  family  house¬ 
hold.  The  preindustrial  order  had  certainly  been  male 
dominated.  But  it  was  also,  as  Barbara  Ehrenreich  and 
Deirdre  English  point  out  in  For  Her  Own  Good,  “gyno- 
centric”:  that  is,  the  skills  and  work  of  women  were 
recognized  as  indispensible  for  the  household’s  survival. 
With  industrialization,  those  skills  were  gradually  usurped. 
A  variety  of  tasks  which  women  had  performed  were 
removed  from  household  control  and  located  in  workshops 
and  factories.  What  remained  of  women’s  work  was  re¬ 
stricted  primarily  to  the  home,  which  was  left  with  only  the 
most  personal  biological  activities  —  eating,  sex,  sleeping, 
caring  for  young,  sick  and  aged,  giving  birth  (until  the  rise 
of  institutionalized  medicine)  and  dying.  The  changes  in 
women’s  role  in  household  production  were  a  central 
feature  of  a  number  of  other  changes:  for  example,  the  cre¬ 
ation  of  wage  labor  for  single  women  and  men,  and  the 
transmutation  of  children  from  active  participants  in 
household  production  into  non-working,  “innocent” 
creatures  cared  for  by  the  mother.  Together,  these  changes 
shattered  the  order  of  traditional  life.  Not  only  women,  but 
all  members  of  the  household  —  the  very  rhythms  of  every¬ 
day  life  —  had  been  closely  tied  to  nature,  to  the  cycles  of 
days,  seasons,  harvests,  etc.  With  industrialization,  life 
split  into  a  “public”  sphere  of  endeavor  and  a  “private” 
sphere  of  personal  relationships.  The  sexual  and  capitalist 
divisions  of  labor  cannot  be  separated  without  distorting 
the  character  of  either  in  the  nineteenth  and  twentieth 


centuries. 

Women’s  relegation  to  the  “private,”  “natural” 
sphere  played  a  crucial  function  in  the  capitalist 
organization  of  labor.  In  the  uncertain  flux  or  modern 
industrial  existence,  women  as  mothers  became  stabilizers 
and  reproducers  of  social  order.  Speaking  of  the  nineteenth 
century,  Mary  Ryan  writes: 

Continued  on  Page  7 
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THE  GOLD  DIGGERS 

By  Paul  Monette. 

New  York:  Avon  Books. 
$4.95  paper. 


Reviewed  bv  Rob  Schmieder 


R 


ETER  AND  his  lover  Nick  have  grown  wealthy  in 
archetypal  gay  rackets:  interior  design  and  real  estate, 
respectively.  When  Peter’s  old  friend  Rita  flies  out  to  LA  to 
live  with  them  he  offers  her  a  job  as  a  buyer:  “I  want  you  to 
work  for  me,  Rita.  All  you  have  to  do  is  spend  money.” 
Nick  advises  her  on  LA  etiquette:  “Always  remember  that 
—  you  can’t  talk  too  much  about  money.”  This  sets  the 
tone  for  the  rest  of  the  novel,  where  money  and  possessions 
are  at  least  as  important  to  the  plot  as  characters. 

The  story  is  like  several  Nancy  Drew  mysteries  jumbled 
together:  Peter  and  Nick  inhabit  Crook  House,  the  former 
hillside  retreat  of  silent  film  director  Rusty  Varda  and  his 
star  Frances  Dean.  Rita  responds  to  this  setting  with  all  due 
romantic  fervor,  and  her  fantasies  are  amply  fulfilled  when 
she  uncovers  a  cache  of  black  market  art  masterpieces  left 
by  Varda.  Nick  acts  out  his  cowboy  fantasies  with  Sam,  a 
hustler  he  can’t  let  go,  at  a  ranch  he  has  picked  up  in  the 
course  of  his  business  dealings.  The  ranch  has  secrets  of  its 
own.  Sam  turns  out  to  have  a  part  in  the  history  of  Crook 
House  as  well,  and  all  the  characters  come  together  when 
their  fantasy  lives  converge  over  the  Crook  House  treasure. 
The  resolution  of  these  entanglements,  however,  is  an 
emotional  and  violent  one  in  which  fortune  no  longer 
matters,  and  Sam’s  death  is  one  outcome  of  the  final  con¬ 
frontation. 

Monette  likes  to  quote  Edna  St.  Vincent  Millay:  “How 
shall  we  bear  it?  Lightly,  lightly.”  His  three  heroes,  amply 
endowed  with  fame,  fortune  and  beauty,  Find  the  load  on 
their  shoulders  light  indeed.  They  are  defined  largely  by 
their  possessions  and  adornments.  Peter  has  surrounded 
himself  with  an  environment  that  reflects  his  expensive 
good  taste,  and  the  tasteful  objects  come  across  more 
vividly  than  the  man  himself.  Nick  has  his  cowboy  ranch, 
Rita  her  treasure  room  at  Crook  House.  Even  Nick  and 
Peter’s  relationship  is  defined  by  money:  “Lately,  they  did 
not  seem  able  to  decide  together  what  it  was  they  were 
trying  to  buy.”  Spiritually  their  characters  are  limited  to 
the  range  of  their  material  aspirations.  At  the  end  the  three 
pat  themselves  on  the  back  for  having  sorted  out  their 
relationships,  but  they  are  easily  diverted  by  the  more  enter¬ 
taining  prospect  of  disposing  of  their  treasure.  This  seems  a 
rather  trivial  denouement  for  such  a  thick  novel.  Monette 
might  do  well  to  read  further  in  Millay:  “The  heart  can 
push  the  sea  and  land/Farther  away  on  either  hand;/The 
soul  can  split  the  sky  in  two, /And  let  the  face  of  God  shine 
through.” 


Positively 

Positive 

POSITIVELY  GAY 

Betty  Berzon  and  Robert  Leighton,  editors. 
Mil l brae,  CA:  Celestial  Arts,  $4.95. 

Reviewed  by  Mel  Home 


■A.  OSITIVELY  Gay  is  a  collection  of  essays  written  by 
lesbians  and  gay  men  who  are  active  in  various  areas  of  the 
gay  liberation  movement.  Edited  by  Betty  Berzon,  a  Los 
Angeles-based  marriage  and  family  counselor,  and  Robert 
Leighton,  a  freelance  writer  and  gay  activist,  the  essay  were 
selected  to  broach  topics  that  should  be  of  “general 
interest”  to  all  lesbians  and  gay  men. 

A  discussion  guide  groups  the  essays  around  the 
following  topics:  developing  a  positive  gay  identity,  the  new 
gay  world,  growth  for  gay  couples,  improving  family 
relationships,  resolving  religious  issues,  concerns  of  gay 
parents,  adjustments  to  aging  in  gay  life,  gay  issues  in  the 
world  of  work,  sound  financial  planning  for  gay  people  and 
organizing  for  political  influence.  Many  of  the  essay 
include  references  to  further  reading  and  to  groups 
specializing  in  the  topic  area. 

The  “general  interest”  approach  selected  by  the 
editors  is  both  the  strength  and  weakness  of  this  collection. 
Women  and  men  who  have  been  active  in  either  gay 
liberation  or  women’s  movements  will  find  little  new 
information  in  these  essays  or  fresh  perspectives  on  con¬ 
tinuing  problems.  For  instance,  discussing  identity, 
positively  gay  or  otherwise,  without  reference  to  the 
shaping  influence  of  sex,  race,  class  and  historical  context 
too  often  leads  to  shallow  liberation  happy  talk. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  collection  should  prove  useful 
to  activists  working  with  lesbians  and  gay  men,  of  any  age, 
race  or  class,  who  are  emerging  from  the  closet  and  who 
need  to  discuss  the  ABCs  before  moving  on  to  a  more 
complex  discussion  of  the  issues.  Furthermore,  Positively 
Gay  reminds  us  all  that  being  gay  is  more  than  just  a 
question  of  sexual  orientation.  As  Evelyn  Hooker  says  in 
her  introductory  remarks,  “Homosexuality  challenges  both 
the  laws  and  the  moral  precepts  by  which  straight  people, 
by  and  large,  live.  And  that  is  a  healthy  challenge.” 


Vignettes 


FLOWERS 

Poems  by  Richard  Ronan. 
Drawings  by  Bill  Rancitelli. 
Calamus  Books. 

323  North  Geneva  Street. 
Ithaca,  NY  14850. 


_ Reviewed  by  Robbie  Rosenberg _ 

T 

JLHIS  is  a  book  single-minded  in  its  intentions:  sharply, 
acutely,  lovingly  and  painfully  delineating  the  terrain  of 
male  homoerotic  sexuality  and  love.  The  fifteen  poems  and 
accompanying  pictures  each  touch  on  one  particular  per¬ 
son,  relationship  or  feeling,  from  lover  to  brother  to  the 
author’s  young  male  students.  Each  individual  poem,  titled 
with  the  name  of  a  flower,  is  part  of  a  cycle,  meant  to  be 
experienced  in  one  sitting  or  hearing.  Flowers  is  a  small 
book,  beautifully  designed,  with  ample  size  print  and  full 
page  pen  and  ink  drawings.  Because  of  its  denseness  and 
intricacy,  however,  the  book  demands  many  re-readings 
before  it  can  be  fully  appreciated. 

The  detail  of  the  language  is  Richard  Ronan’s  strong 
point: 

.  .  .  ghostpipes  rise 
nuzzling  their  heads 
through  leafmould 
as  pale  as  milk  ice 
almost  transparent 
with  lips — 
black  and  carbon- 
colored  lips 
and  a  single  eye 
that  resembles 
the  head  of  a  match  .  .  . 

His  ear  for  the  sounds  of  words,  his  choice  of  slightly 
unusual  images  that  make  us  see  everyday  things  in  a  new 
light,  sustains  and  empowers  all  the  poems.  Similarly,  there 
is  a  rootedness  in  physical  reality:  the  sweat  of  bodies,  a 
plant  in  bloom: 

...  it  flowered  in  huge 
cup-and-saucer  blossoms: 
magenta  skinned  on  the  outside 
a  deep  cold  white  within 
they  looked  like  planets  from 
the  bed  fat  bodies  that  had 


climbed  up  into  the  grey  tree 
and  hovered  there  .  .  . 

At  times,  this  tendency  is  carried  to  the  extreme,  either 
leading  to  excessive  prose-i-ness  and  rambling  structure,  or 
overly  cute  images.  For  example,  the  recurring  use  of  flow¬ 
ers  and  plants  in  every  poem  wears  thin.  While  sometimes 
clever,  sometimes  beautiful,  in  the  end  the  whole  idea 
begins  to  feel  contrived  and  too  limited. 

A  special  mention  should  be  made  of  Bill  Rancitelli’s 
drawings.  One  accompanies  each  poem,  both  illustrating 
and  illuminating  the  poet’s  words.  They  are  subtle,  suggest¬ 
ive  and  literal  at  the  same  time,  and  worthy  of  a  book  all 
their  own. 

A  number  of  the  individual  poems  stand  out  as  par¬ 
ticularly  successful.  Most  of  these,  in  one  way  or  another, 
weave  in  some  themes  other  than  those  of  (excuse  the  pun) 
straightforward  lust,  desire  and  love.  “Sweet  Cherry” 
intriguingly  locates  some  of  the  author’s  adult  feelings  in 
idyllic  summer  days  when  he  would 
.  .  .  lounge  with  my  brother’s 
blonde  belly  revealed  under 
his  striped  shirt  .  .  . 
under  a  dome 

of  cherries  and  blue  air  .  .  . 

“Dandelions”  deals  suggestively  with  the  topic  of  what 
we’ve  come  to  know  dryly  as  “intergenerational  sex”: 
to  see  them  on  the  street 
you’d  never  think  they  were 
so  erotic  1  mean  you  could 
roll  the  lot  of  them  up  in 
a  sack  like  kittens .  .  . 
no  not 

real  sex  but  .  .  . 
to  have  the 

thin  arms  around  your  waist 
is  good  the  head  sleeping 
at  your  groin  .  .  . 
to  be  mother  and  father 
in  the  world  to  be  lover  and 
son  ...  to  give  suck  here  among 
dandelions 

Though  many  of  the  other  poems  are  good,  one  becomes  a 
little  tired  of  the  “fuck  and  suck”  and  “love  wanted, 
found,  and  lost”  genres.  In  fact,  as  much  as  I  was  taken 
with  parts  of  Flowers,  my  overall  feeling  is  of  a  funda¬ 
mental  claustrophobia.  Richard  Ronan  does  attempt  to 

Continued  on  Page  5 
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weave  in  a  variety  of  themes,  but  there  is  clearly  a 
downright  obsession  with  sexuality  and  love.  He  fails  to  put 
these  feelings  and  relationships  in  any  larger  context, 
whether  of  his  own  life  (work,  community,  daily  [°utines) 
or  of  broader  political  concerns.  Particularly  notable  is  e 
almost  total  lack  of  women  in  the  book,  as  fr*en“s’  c° 
workers,  or  mother.  It’s  certainly  a  male  world  that  the 
poet  paints  for  us.  In  the  introduction  he  says,  e  in  en 
tion  of  this  book  is  that  it  be  a  step  toward  the  notion  ot  gay 
humanism  —  one  that  is  clearly  rooted  within  the  spectrum 
of  the  larger  notionof  human  experience.’  Unfortunately, 
Flowers  falls  decisively  short  of  this  goal. 


Lost  at  Sea 


THE  QUEER  DUTCHMAN 

Peter  Agnos. 

Green  Eagle  Press. 

241  West  95  th  Street. 

New  York ,  NY  10025. 

$8.90  cloth,  $4.95  paper. 

Reviewed  bv  Rob  Schmieder 
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A  Heterosexual  Couple  Showing  Affection 

Lesbian  Species 

THE  LESBIAN  COMMUNITY 

By  Deborah  Goleman  Wolf. 

Berkeley  CA:  University  of  California  Press. 

$12.95. 

Reviewed  by  Jay  Meryl  and  Gia  Berkman 

A 

XjLfTER  reading  Deborah  Goleman  Wolf’s  anthropo¬ 
logical  study  of  a  group  of  lesbian-feminists  in  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  the  authors  of  this  review  were  prompted  to  conduct 
a  similar  study  of  female  heterosexuals  in  the  Boston  area. 
Here  is  an  excerpt  from  our  Findings: 

The  outergarments  that  the  women  wear  tend  to 
become  almost  a  uniform  of  impractical  clothing.  Typical 
clothing  consists  of  knee-length  skirts  or  dresses,  see- 
through  blouses  and  tight  sweaters,  and  as  a  top  layer  in 
cooler  weather,  brown  or  tan  coats.  High-heeled  or 
platform  shoes  are  their  usual  footwear. 

Actually,  the  preceding  description  is  a  direct  parallel 
of  the  portrayal  of  lesbian-feminist  attire  depicted  in  The 
Lesbian  Community.  Goleman  Wolf  continues, 

A  rather  endearing  trait  is  the  use  of  inexpensive  boy’s 
socks,  often  mis-matched.  Many  women  wear  sunglasses  or 
tinted  prescription  glasses,  earrings,  rings  and  bracelets. 
Hair  is  worn  long  or  short,  but  it  is  not  artificially  treated.” 

(p.86). 

This  is  only  one  example  of  the  many  stereotypical 
descriptions  and  generalizations  presented  in  this  book. 
Goleman  Wolf’s  clinical  and  detached  perspective  dehu¬ 
manizes  lesbians  and  does  not  consider  our  individual 
identities. 

Goleman  Wolf  is  a  heterosexual  feminist  anthropolo¬ 
gist/scholar  who  believes  that  “the  time  is  long  past  due  for 
more  enlightened  attitudes  about  homosexuality  to  be  rou¬ 
tinely  incorporated  into  research  designs  so  that  the 
everyday  reality  of  the  majority  of  this  group  can  be 
documented.” 

The  author’s  intention  is  a  noble  one:  to  “counteract 
the  negative  stereotypes  that  still  underlie  research  on 
homosexuality  conducted  by  biased,  or  misinformed  het¬ 
erosexual  researchers.”  (p,21)  However,  while  she  ques¬ 
tions  the  biases  of  her  academic  colleagues,  she  unequivo¬ 
cally  accepts  their  scientifically  detached  methods.  In  doing 
so,  she  trades  in  a  set  of  negative  stereotypes  for  more 
positive  distortions. 

The  book  includes  chapters  on  socio-historical  back¬ 
ground,  the  community,  its  activities  and  attitudes.  Les¬ 
bians  are  presented  as  strong,  political,  determined,  healthy 
women.  However,  the  author’s  scientific  approach,  which 
often  lapses  into  the  ludicrous,  treats  lesbian  feminists  as 
members  of  a  species  of  being  with  clearly  identifiable 
characteristics  and  behavioral  patterns.  This  attitude  is 
exemplified  in  the  book’s  photo  captions,  which  include 
such  lines  as  “a  lesbian  couple  showing  affection.”  These 
reminded  us  of  such  National  Geographic-type  captions  as 
“the  mating  dance  of  the  whooping  crane.” 

In  spite  of  these  criticisms,  the  book  is  of  some  value  in 
that  it  presents  in  an  objective  style  an  overall  positive  view 
of  political  lesbians;  it  clearly  differentiates  lesbians  from 
lesbian  feminists  and  from  gay  men;  and  it  treats  lesbians  as 
more  than  just  sexual  beings.  It  is  a  small  and  inadequate 
step  towards  legitimizing  the  lesbian  life-style. 

A  major  question  remains:  do  we  want  to  be  legiti¬ 
mized  by  being  analytically  scrutinized?  Of  what  value  is 
acceptance  if  it  is  contingent  upon  being  looked  at  under  a 
microscope  which  ignores  individual  differences  and  de¬ 
humanizes  our  lives? 


LAROONED  for  four  months  on  the  island  of 
Ascension,  without  hope  of  rain  or  rescue,  the  sailor  Jan 
Svilt  notes  in  his  journal  the  approach  of  death: 

From  [September]  the  4th  to  the  6th  I  live  upon  turtle  blood 
and  eggs. 

I  lay  down  in  despair  and  fell  into  a  fitful  sleep.  After  a 
while  I  dreamed  that  as  I  walked  through  the  wilderness  full 
of  hardships  I  came  upon  a  place  where  there  was  a  cave, 
and  I  laid  me  down  in  that  place  to  rest.  I  dreamed  that  I 
was  sadder  than  at  any  time  in  my  life;  all  my  sins  and  vile¬ 
ness  appeared  before  me  great  and  consuming.  I  saw  that  I 
was  fit  for  nothing  but  hell  and  for  the  everlasting  damna¬ 
tion  of  my  soul  —  and  I  despaired. 

[.  .  .]  The  7th  [October],  my  wood  is  all  gone,  so  that  I  am 
forced  to  raw  [turtle]  flesh  and  salted  fowls.  I  cannot  live 
long;  and  1  hope  the  Lord  will  have  mercy  on  my  soul. 

The  8th,  drank  my  own  urine  and  ate  raw  flesh. 

The  9th,  10th,  Jlth,  12th,  13th  and  14th,  all  as  before 

Svilt,  a  family  man  in  his  thirties  and  a  servant  of  the 
Dutch  East  India  Company,  was  set  ashore  on  Ascension  in 
the  year  1725  as  punishment  for  the  crime  of  sodomy.  He  is 
tried  on  circumstantial  evidence  —  he  was  seen  by  another 
sailor  kissing  his  young  friend  Bandino.  Later,  to  escape 
unbearable  torture,  he  “confesses”  to  “having  had 
abominable  sexual  relations.”  Though  in  his  journal  he 
never  explicitly  acknowledges  a  sexual  relationship  with  the 
boy,  its  existence  can  be  inferred  from  remarks  scattered 
•throughout  the  journal: 


The  Future 
is  Female 

THE  WANDERGROUND: 

Stories  of  the  Hill  Women 

By  Sally  Miller  Gearhart. 

Persephone  Press. 

P.O.  Box  7222 
Watertown,  MA  02172. 

$5.00 

Reviewed  by  Peg  Cruikshank 


I 


_  PICKED  up  this  book  knowing  I  was  going  to  love  it. 

So  much  for  an  objective  review. 

First  of  all,  it’s  exciting  to  think  that  Sally  Gearhart  — 
who  was  so  impressive  in  “Word  is  Out,”  who  is  widely 
known  as  a  lesbian  activist,  and  who  is  said  to  practice 
another  trade,  college  teaching,  with  great  skill  —  is  also  a 
creative  writer. 

Like  any  truly  original  book,  Wanderground  is  hard  to 
describe  in  a  few  paragraphs.  It  isn’t  like  any  book  you  ve 

ever  read.  ,  . 

It  is  a  collection  of  stories,  loosely  connected,  about 
future  women’s  communities  and  about  some  of  our  pre¬ 
sent  difficulties.  Gearhart  imagines  that  we  will  have  many 
powers  we  lack  now  but  her  characters  are  much  like  us  in 
their  fears  and  shortcomings.  Wanderground  is  a  fantasy 
with  its  roots  in  the  present.  Our  ambivalent  feelings 


Bandino  accompanied  me  around  the  pretty  town.  It  was 
his  first  visit,  and  I  felt  obliged  to  protect  him  as  best  I 
could  from  the  many  dangerous  vices  in  this  port.  We  first 
bought  red  shirts  fabricated  in  the  Company’s  factory  in 
Cormandel.  Bandino’s  dark  skin  goes  very  well  with  red. 

How  many  of  the  Company’s  30,000  servants  practice 
the  stupid  sins,  if  sins  they  be,  of  which  I  was  accused?  Dear 
Jesus,  I  am  innocent,  am  I  not?  The  heavens  are  full  of 
angelic  men  who  look  like  women.  Christ,  my  savior, 
should  loving  and  giving  pleasure  to  brothers  be  sinful? 
Was  it  wrong  to  comfort  Bandino? 

A  man  of  the  church  present  on  the  ship  had  proposed 
a  severer  punishment:  that  the  two  lovers  be  thrown  to  the 
sharks.  As  it  was,  Svilt  was  left  to  a  certain  death.  Only  in 
this  century,  with  the  advent  of  hydroponic  agriculture,  has 
Ascension  been  made  habitable  —  while  Bandino  was 
stripped  of  his  freedom.  The  ship’s  council,  in  setting  the 
more  lenient  sentence,  was  the  lovers’  only  friend,  for  none 
of  the  crew  came  to  their  defense.  Regardless  of  how  many 
of  the  30,000  may  have  practiced  buggery,  it  was  something 
that  was  not  discussed.  The  sailors  were  made  complacent 
by  the  promise  of  Company-run  brothels,  and  silenced  by 
the  fear  of  harsh  sea  justice. 

Though  Svilt’s  journal  only  comprises  half  of  this  al¬ 
ready  slim  volume,  within  those  pages  he  presents  himself 
in  a  clear  and  vivid  manner.  Agnos  has  shuffled  his  sec¬ 
tions  from  Svilt,  interspersing  them  with  period  illustra¬ 
tions  and  historical  information  relating  to  various  aspects 
of  the  story.  This  has  the  effect  of  enhancing  the  docu¬ 
mentary  quality  of  the  journal.  The  book  purports  to  be  a 
“true  account,”  but,  given  the  confusing  information  sur¬ 
rounding  the  source  material  it  is  perhaps  best  not  to  take 
this  claim  too  seriously.  It  would  not  have  been  out  of  keep¬ 
ing  with  the  literary  climate  of  the  time  for  an  enterprising 
publisher  to  manufacture  Svilt’s  journal  to  feed  an  appetite 
whetted  by  Robinson  Crusoe  (1719)  and  other  sea 
romances.  Be  that  as  it  may,  Svilt’s  story  would  have  been 
based  at  least  in  part  on  actual  occurrences  of  the  day,  and 
certainly  reflects  the  prevailing  attitudes  towards  sexuality, 
homosexuality  and  the  treatment  of  the  “servants”  of  the 
Dutch  merchant  fleet.  Whether  fact  or  fiction,  the  story’s 
appeal  lies  in  the  presentation  of  a  recognizable  character 
beset  with  adversity,  an  appeal  that  has  survived  the  250 
years  since  Svilt’s  journal  was  first  published. 


towards  men  are  noted  in  the  book,  for  example,  and  the 
frictions  that  come  from  our  differences  with  each  other. 
But  in  the  main,  Wanderground  is  a  celebration  of  women 
bonding. 

Gearhart’s  book  is  about  communication  among 
women,  on  deep  levels,  without  words,  across  distances, 
not  only  one  to  one  but  in  groups.  The  story  trappings  of 
Wanderground  are  charming  and  intriguing,  but  it  is  the 
author’s  vision  of  our  possible  future  communication 
which  gives  the  book  its  power. 

The  Hill  Women  are  refugees  from  the  male  world  of 
terror  and  destructiveness  who  have  set  up  their  own  soci¬ 
ety.  The  stories  are  about  mindstretch,  windriding,  lonth- 
ing,  enfoldment,  remember  rooms,  gatherstretch,  and 
hardself.  Wanderground  describes  rituals  and  women  car¬ 
ing  for  each  other  and  intelligently  caring  for  themselves. 

The  spirituality  of  this  book  is  deep  and  nourishing 
beyond  anything  I  know  in  previous  lesbian  writing.  A 
sense  of  connection  of  animal  life  and  plant  life,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  is  beautifully  evoked.  One  of  the  most  interesting 
concepts  in. the  book  is  that  emotional  and  spiritual 
strength  can  be  transformed  into  a  kind  of  energy,  physical 
as  well  as  psychic.  Although  the  author  focuses  on  women 
in  groups  rather  than  on  individual  women,  her  sense  of  the 
individual’s  integrity,  in  the  old  sense  of  wholeness,  is  very 
strong. 

I  can  only  guess  at  the  literary  influences,  if  any,  on 
Sally  Gearhart.  Perhaps  there  is  a  trace  of  Tolkien  here. 
The  word  coinings  in  early  chapters  may  owe  something  to 
Old  English  poetry.  I  love  the  simple,  slightly  archaic  dic¬ 
tion  the  author  sometimes  uses:  how  often,  for  example,  do 
you  find  the  word  “brake”  given  its  old  meaning,  a  place 
overgrown  with  bushes  and  brambles? 

There  are  hints  throughout  Wanderground  of  the  hor¬ 
rors  of  a  future  city  life,  some  resembling  those  in  male 
novels  (for  example,  Facial  Justice  by  L.P.  Hartley)  but 
some  of  particular  lesbian  import,  for  example  the  New 
Witch  Trials.  As  a  projection  into  the  future,  Wander¬ 
ground  is  full  of  stimulating  ideas,  like  The  Female  Man, 
but  its  tone  is  very  different.  Gentler,  less  comic,  more  con¬ 
cerned  with  feelings. 

Gearhart’s  chapters  are  mood  pieces  rather  than 
stories  with  conventional  plots.  Sometimes  I  had  a  little 
trouble  keeping  the  characters  straight . 

Some  of  us  have  been  saying  for  a  long  time  that  this  is 
the  Renaissance  for  lesbian  writing.  Although  that  old  male 
notion  may  be  a  rather  dumb  way  to  think  of  our  creative 
work,  something  is  going  on.  This  book  makes  me  think  we 
are  entering  a  period  of  amazing  fertility  and  inventiveness 
in  lesbian  writing.  Best  of  all,  perhaps,  some  dyke  out  there 
who  does  not  yet  know  she  is  a  writer  will  find  Wander¬ 
ground,  be  churned  up  by  it,  and  in  two  or  three  years  will 
produce  a  remarkable  book  of  her  own. 

After  a  time  of  Total  Abstinence,  I  have  been  looking 
again  at  The  New  York  Review  of  Books  and  Christopher 
Street.  I  am  astonished  at  the  rampant  egotism  of  male 
writers.  The  way  Edmund  White  puts  down  the  gay  males 
he  meets  in  Travels  in  Gay  America,  for  example,  is  really 
exasperating.  What  a  pleasure  to  turn  to  Gearhart’s  note  at 
the  beginning  of  her  book:  “  .  .  .  these  stories  were  inspired 
and  supported  by  hundreds  of  women  and  in  the  deepest 
sense  they  come  from  all  of  us.” 

Wanderground  is  a  book  to  read  aloud.  Two  friends  of 
mine  are  reading  it  out  loud  to  each  other  at  bedtime.  A 
book  with  that  kind  of  hold  on  our  imagination  will  be 
around  a  long  time.  It  may  already  be  a  lesbian  classic. 
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Two  Views  on  Transsexualism 


THE  TRANSSEXUAL  EMPIRE: 
The  Making  of  the  She>Male 

By  Janice  G.  Raymond. 

Boston:  Beacon  Press,  $12.95. 


Reviewed  by  Linda  Scaparotti 


Genetic  women  cannot  possess  the  very  special 
courage,  brilliance,  sensitivity  and  compassion  —  and 
overview  —  that  derives  from  the  transsexual  experience. 
Free  from  the  chains  of  menstruation  and  child-bearing, 
transsexual  women  are  obviously  far  superior  to  Gennys  in 
many  ways. 

Genetic  women  are  becoming  quite  obsolete,  which  is 
obvious,  and  the  future  belongs  to  transsexual  women.  We 
know  this,  and  perhaps  some  of  you  suspect  it.  All  you  have 
left  is  your  “ability”  to  bear  children,  and  in  a  world  which 
will  groan  to  feed  6  billion  by  the  year  2000,  that’s  a  nega¬ 
tive  asset. 

In  A  WORLD  where  the  medical/psychiatric  fathers 
(“The  Male  Mothers”)  —  the  biologists,  surgeons,  clinic¬ 
ians,  therapists,  ad  nauseum  —  define  what  it  is  to  be  a  man 
or  a  woman,  and  then  create  their  definitions  in  real,  and 
often  not  so  real,  flesh  and  blood,  it  is  no  wonder  that  one 
male-to-constructed  female  transsexual  feels  that  trans¬ 
sexuals  surpass  genetic  women. 

In  The  Transsexual  Empire,  Janice  Raymond  uses 
transsexualism  as  a  prism  through  which  to  view  the  way 
medicine  and  psychiatry  function  as  today’s  secular 
religions.  The  transsexual  phenomenon  raises  many  of  the 
most  complex  questions  feminism  is  asking  about  the 
origins  and  manifestations  of  sexism  and  sex-role 
stereotyping.  Raymond  reveals  that  “Under  the  guise  of 
science,  [medical/psychiatric  professionals]  make 
normative  and  prescriptive  statements  about  who  women 
and  men  are  and  who  they  ought  to  be.”  The  author 
analyzes  medical  professionals’  performance  of  sex- 
conversion  operations,  the  programs  used  in  gender 
identity  clinics,  definitions  of  maleness  and  femaleness,  and 
the  issue  of  sex-role  stereotyping. 

The  Transsexual  Empire  is  sure  to  be  one  of  the  most 
controversial  books  of  1979;  certainly  this  will  be  so  in  the 
women’s  community.  As  the  issue  of  “the  transsexually 
constructed  lesbian  feminist”  has  already  been  an  explosive 
and  divisive  one  in  feminist  circles,  Raymond’s  book  will 
undoubtedly  become  the  focal  point  of  much  more  of  that 
debate.  Raymond  herself  fears  that  focusing  attention  on 
this  particular  aspect  of  the  transsexual  issue  may  only 
"distract  attention  from  the  more  central  questions  that 
transsexualism  raises  and  the  power  of  the  medical  empire 
that  creates  transsexualism  to  begin  with.”  The  author 
reluctantly  devotes  a  chapter  to  the  issue  believing  that  “if 
any  space  should  be  devoted  to  the  issue,  it  is  in  a  book  that 
purports  to  be  a  feminist  analysis  of  transsexualism.” 

Upon  first  hearing  the  topic  of  Raymond’s  dissertation 
and  subsequent  book,  I  criticized  what  seemed  to  me  a 
narrow  and  unimportant  topic,  affecting  only  a  few  indi¬ 
viduals.  The  ensuing  lesbian-feminist  transsexual  contro¬ 
versy  made  the  topic  seem  narrower  still.  As  a  feminist 
reader/reviewer  familiar  with  Raymond’s  work  —  her  writ¬ 
ing,  teaching  and  lecturing  —  I  am  reviewing  the  book  with 
the  hope  of  transcending  that  limited,  and  limiting,  focus. 


After  reading  the  book,  I  was  overwhelmed  with  the 
realization  that  many  of  us  had  missed  the  real  issues,  and 
that  we  had  dismissed  a  book  that  is  of  ultimate  importance 
to  feminists,  and  to  all  who  are  concerned  with  the  pro¬ 
liferation  of  the  medical  industry. 

Raymond’s  Transsexual  Empire  is  a  radical  feminist 
critique.  It  exposes  the  medical  conglomerate  that  has 
created  the  treatment  and  technology  that  makes  anatom¬ 
ical  sex  conversion  possible.  That  conglomerate  is 
composed  of  urologists,  gynecologists,  endocrinologists, 
plastic  surgeons,  electrolosists,  speech  therapists, 
psychiatrists,  psychologists,  as  well  as  drug  companies, 
hospitals,  and  gender  identity  clinics.  All  profit  from 
transsexualism. 

Of  special  importance  to  feminists  is  Raymond’s 
observation  that  transsexualism  is  not  an  isolated  or 
aberrant  bio-medical  procedure.  “In  its  attempt  to  wrest 
from  women  the  power  inherent  in  female  biology  ...  it 
can  be  placed  along  a  continuum  of  other  male  interven¬ 
tionist  technologies  such  as  cloning,  test-tube  fertilization, 
and  sex  selection.”  Raymond  sees  transsexualism  as  ini¬ 
tially  “colonizing  women’s  bodies,”  and  then  with  the 
advent  of  the  transsexually  constructed  lesbian  feminist, 
the  “colonization  of  feminist  identification,  culture, 
politics,  and  sexuality.” 

Transsexualism  also  offers  the  feminist  a  unique  per¬ 
spective  on  sex-role  stereotyping  in  a  patriarchal  society. 
Raymond  posits  the  question “Why  is  it  possible  in  our 
culture  even  to  speak  about  having  a  female  mind  trapped 
in  a  male  body?  or  (less  often)  a  male  mind  in  a  female 
body?  Doesn’t  the  question  itself  assume  a  fixed  definition 
of  what  it  means  to  be  a  male  and  a  female?”  The  author 
notes  that  “Although  popular  literature  on  transsexualism 
implies  that  Nature  has  made  mistakes  with  transsexuals,  it 
is  really  society  that  has  made  the  mistake  by  producing 
conditions  that  create  the  transsexual’s  body/mind  split.” 
Raymond  maintains  that  a  society  that  produces  sex-role 
stereotyping  functions  as  a  primary  cause  of  transexualism. 
“Within  such  a  society  the  transsexual  only  exchanges  one 
stereotype  for  another,  thus  reinforcing  the  fabric  by  which 
a  sexist  society  is  held  together.” 

Most  theories  on  transsexualism  fall  into  two  areas  — 
biological  and  psychological.  For  the  biologists,  John 
Money  is  the  foremost  publicist  of  the  transsexual  phe¬ 
nomenon.  He  is  associated  with  the  Johns  Hopkins  Gender 
Identity  Clinic,  the  first  in  the  country.  Stated  simply, 
Money’s  theory  is  that  “biology  is  destiny,”  and  “so¬ 
cialization  is  destiny.”  Raymond  attacks  Money’s  theories 
and  premises  such  as  “core  gender  identity  is  fixed  at  the 
age  of  18  months,”  because  they  are  located  “within  the 
individual  or  interpersonal  matrix.  .  .  .  Social,  political  and 
cultural  processes  play  a  subsidiary,  or  non-existent  role.” 
Money’s  solution  to  the  transsexual  problem  is  not  to  do 
away  with  the  sex-role  stereotypes,  but  to  allow  “flexibil¬ 
ity”  within  them:  “The  healthy  society  is  one  that  tolerates 
experimentation  with  a  variety  of  adaptive  responses  within 
its  stereotypes.”  Raymond  rejects  Money’s  solution  be¬ 
cause  it  precludes  the  possibility  of  consciously  choosing  to 
step  outside  of  the  stereotypes. 

As  for  the  psychologists,  they,  as  always,  “blame  it  on 
the  mother.”  In  a  chapter  entitled  “Mother’s  Feminized 
Phallus’  or  Father’s  Castrated  Femme?,”  Raymond  states, 
“Those  who  propose  that  transsexualism  is  the  result  of 
‘too  much  mother  and  too  little  father,’  obscure  the  real 
cause  of  transsexualism  —  patriarchy  and  the  legions  of 


therapeutic  fathers  who  create  transsexuals  according  to 
their  man-made  designs  and  specifications.” 

Another  level  of  psychologizing  goes  on  at  the  gender 
identity  clinics,  where  would-be  transsexuals  are  counseled 
and  evaluated  for  surgery.  At  Johns  Hopkins,  for  instance, 
candidates  for  surgery  must  live  out  opposite  sex-roles  for 
at  least  six  months  —  that  is,  they  must  “pass”  as  “true” 
women  in  order  to  qualify  for  surgery.  “Passing”  requires 
everything  from  feminine  dress  and  feminine  body  lan¬ 
guage  to  feminine  positions  in  intercourse.  Raymond  points 
out  the  influence  these  clinics  and  clinicians  have  in  re¬ 
inforcing  sex-role  stereotypes.  For  instance,  at  U.C.L.A. 
the  Child  Gender  Program  (currently  receiving  four  year 
funds  from  the  National  Institute  of  Mental  Health)  treats 
young  boys  for  such  “gender  disturbances”  as  voice  inflec¬ 
tions  and  aversion  to  masculine  play.  As  for  the  adults, 
here  is  a  fairly  typical  view: 

Marriage  is  the  foremost  ambition  of  a  converted 
transsexual.  This  is  easily  understood  when  one  realizes  that 
it  is  the  most  complete  affirmation  of  femininity.  Prostitu¬ 
tion  sometimes  becomes  a  tempting  substitute.  There  is  no 
greater  confirmation  of  femininity  than  of  having  normal 
heterosexual  men  again  and  again  accept  her  as  a  woman 
and  even  pay  her  for  sex  services. 

Raymond  rejects  the  biological  and  psychological 
theories  of  transsexualism,  finding  it  to  be  a  problem  that 
patriarchal  society  generates.  If  this  be  the  case,  “can 
transsexualism  really  be  understood  and  treated  by  a 
medical  model?”  asks  Raymond,  that  is,  by: 

an  ideology  which  locates  physical  or  mental  problems 
within  the  individual  or  interpersonal  context;  an  approach 
to  human  conflicts  from  a  diagnostic  and  disease  perspect¬ 
ive  to  be  solved  by  specialized  technical  and  professional 
experts. 

Raymond  condemns  the  medical  model  for  transforming 
moral  issues,  as  well  as  sociopolitical,  economic,  and 
environmental  ones,  into  technical  problems.  “The  medical 
empire  has  made  genuine  transcendence  of  the  transsexual 
problem  almost  impossible.” 

Where  feminism  works  in  transcending  the  nonexist¬ 
ence  of  sex-role  oppression,  transsexualism  fails: 

Transsexualism’s  greatest  weakness  is  its  deflection  of 
the  “courage  to  be,”  and  its  short-circuiting  of  existential 
risk,  creatively,  world-building,  and  social  healing  —  all  of 
which  are  elements  of  genuine  transcendence. 

Janice  Raymond’s  work  is  deeply  connected  with  Mary 
Daly’s,  and  like  Daly,  Raymond  writes  with  integrity.  The 
Transsexual  Empire  is  a  courageous  book,  or  rather,  Janice 
Raymond  a  courageous  writer  for  naming  the  doctor- 
priests  for  who  they  really  are,  for  naming  the  issue  of 
transsexualism  as  a  feminist  issue,  and  significantly,  for 
refusing  to  deny  the  importance  of  our  history  as  women, 
the  importance  of  feminists’  radical  process  of  being  (self¬ 
knowing). 

If  you  are  someone  like  myself  who  thought  that  you 
would  never  pick  up  another  book  which  discusses  the  tired 
and  tiring  issues  of  sex-role  stereotyping,  you  should  think 
again.  Read  The  Transsexual  Empire-,  you  will  be  sparked 
by  Raymond’s  insightful,  and  far-reaching  analysis,  to  cre¬ 
ative  thinking  and  be-ing. 


Reviewed  by  Michael  Bronski 

T 

X  RANSSEXUALISM  is  a  relatively  recent  phenomenon 
on  which  little  has  been  written.  The  standard  reference 
books,  by  such  doctors  as  John  Money,  have  a  “detached” 
scientific-medical  attitude  that  explains  methods  and 
procedures  but  do  not  deal  with  the  experience  as  personal 
or  social.  There  have  also  been  several  books  by  trans¬ 
sexuals  themselves.  These  are  important  because  they  give 
us  insights  into  the  sub-text  of  the  phenomenon  —  what  it 
feels  like  to  change  sex,  what  common  and  uncommon 
experiences  transsexuals  share  with  the  non-transsexuals, 
and  possibly  most  important  of  all,  what  they  feel  about 
being  a  “man”  or  a  “woman.”  Perhaps  because  there  is  no 
other  literature  to  draw  from,  these  pioneering  works  by 
transsexuals  seem  a  bit  thin.  There  is  little  deep  exam¬ 
ination  of  feeling  or  social  significance.  Nancy  Hunt’s 
Mirror  Image:  The  Odyssey  of  a  Male  to  Female  Trans - 
sexual  attempts  to  incite  and  move  us  through  vicarious 
feeling:  (“(the  doctor]  was  slitting  the  length  of  .  .  .  [the] 
penis,  from  the  glans  to  the  base,  snipping  with  a  pair  of 
scissors.”)  Jan  Morris’  book  Conundrum,  the  most  famous 
of  the  lot,  is  more  reflective,  but  Morris’  new  found 
“feminine  sensibility”  seems  to  be  borrowed  more  from 
woman’s  magazine  fiction  than  from  actual  experience: 
(“the  longer  I  spend  in  my  new  state  of  life,  the  more  I 
enjoy  meeting  Mrs.  Weatherby  on  the  way  to  the  shops. 
She  i$  really  concerned  about  my  migraine  yesterday  .  .  . 
and  I  am  no  less  genuinely  distressed  to  hear  that  Amanda 
missed  the  school  outing  because  of  her  ankle.”). 

Although  these  books  are  valuable  in  understanding 
what  one  particular  person  may  have  experienced,  they 
rarely  explore  the  social  implications  of  transsexuals’  lives. 
The  Transsexual  Empire  by  Janice  G.  Raymond  is  probably 
the  first  —  certainly  the  first  feminist  —  work  to  examine 
and  discuss  the  transsexualism  phenomenon.  In  many 
ways,  it  is  closer  —  a  very  critical  companion  —  to  the 
medical/scientific  books  on  the  subject  than  to  the  autobio¬ 
graphical  ones. 

Raymond’s  basic  premise  is  that  “gender  crisis”  (the 
wrong  sex  in  a  body  of  the  opposite  gender)  is  not  an 
organic  disorder  but  a  social  one.  It  is  caused  by  the  severe 
and  crippling  sex  role  stereotyping  of  the  culture.  On  a 
basic  level  this  means:  “If  men  are  not  supposed  to  feel, 
and  I  feel,  then  I  must  really  be  a  woman.”  Rather  than 
dealing  with  the  disorders  in  the  culture,  the  medical  (both 
surgical  and  therapeutic)  professions  have  decided  to  per¬ 
fect  and  perform  what  is  essentially  cosmetic  surgery  upon 
transsexuals  to  give  them  the  appearance  (the  primary 
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Socialist  Feminism 

.  Continued  from  Page  3 

This  antebellum  prototype  of  the  feminine  mystique 
prepared  women  to  assume  a  specific  set  of  social  and 
economic  roles,  one  of  which  was  fully  actualized  within 
petty  bourgeois  households.  In  putting  the  tenets  of 
femininity  into  practice,  this  class  of  women  played  a 
strategic  part  in  the  development  of  American  capitalism 
.  .  .  Unlike  the  police  force,  penitentiaries,  and  asylums 
that  emerged  in  the  same  period,  women’s  conservative 
influence  would  be  lodged  in  the  individual  personality, 
would  infiltrate  all  of  America,  and  would  station  itself  in 
homes  across  the  land  .  .  .  For  the  first  time  childhood 
socialization,  and  not  merely  the  physical  care  of  infants, 
was  subsumed  under  the  concept  of  motherhood  .  .  .  The 
physical  care  of  infants  was  clearly  secondary  to  the 
mother’s  surveillance  of  her  child’s  moral  development .  .  . 

Explicit  socialization  was  required  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  mobile  children  of  the  petty  bourgeoisie  for  an 
uncertain  future  in  a  fluid  and  changing  social  structure,  to 
train  them  to  morality  and  righteousness  when  far  from  the 
sight  of  their  parents  .  .  .  Femininity  may  have  forged  one 
last  link  with  capitalism:  it  designates  the  important  role  of 
housewives  and  mothers  in  the  formation  of  the  American 
middle  class,  (pp.  152,  155,  159,  160,  161). 

The  modern  aspect  of  this  mothering  role,  particularly  for 
the  reproduction  of  gender  identity,  are  explored  in  the 
article  by  Nancy  Chodorow.  Both  articles  conclude  that 
mothers  became  in  this  period,  as  The  Ladies  Wreath 
astutely  phrased  it,  “the  manufacturers  of  society.” 

Ryan  and  Chodorow  describe  different  points  in  a  very 
long  and  gradual  process,  one  which  did  not  reach  full  form 
until  the  twentieth  century.  Moreover,  the  split  between 
public  and  private  life,  and  women’s  experience  of  it, 
varied  considerably  depending  on  women’s  class  position. 
This  variation  was  due,  as  Rayna  Rapp  has  pointed  out  for 
the  twentieth  century  (Science  and  Society,  Fall  1978),  to 
the  very  different  ways  in  which  households  continue  to 
manage  their  subsistence.  Still,  in  all  classes  the  ideology  of 
femininity  as  biologically  based  in  motherhood  obscured 
the  fact  that  women  did  perform  many  kinds  of  work 
within  the  home.  This  obfuscation  was  unique  to  capitalist 
patriarchy.  Articles  by  Jean  Gardiner, and  Batya  Weinbaum 
and  Amy  Bridges  explore  aspects  of  domestic  labor.  The 
ideology  of  femininity  also  served  to  keep  women  who 
entered  the  “public”  workplace  both  in  sexually  segregated 
occupations,  like  clerical  work  and  domestic  service,  and  in 
inferior  positions  in  male-dominated  occupations.  Articles 
by  Hartman  and  Margery  Davies  explore  aspects  of  job 
segregation  by  sex. 

Black  Macho 


Continued  from  Page  3 
There’s  a  way  of  talking  about  volatile  and  controver¬ 
sial  issues  (such  as  sexual  politics  in  the  black  com¬ 
munity)  without  making  people  feel  attacked.  To  me, 
the  book  feels  like  an  assault. 

JC:  MS.  magazine  has  touted  Black  Macho  and  the  Myth 
of  the  Superwoman  as  “the  book  that  will  shape  the 
eighties.”  Could  you  comment  on  that  predic¬ 
tion.  .  .  ? 

BS:  Ironically,  yes,  it  may  well  be  true  that  this  book  is  a 
part  of  the  turn  towards  conservatism  in  this  country. 
The  book’s  put  down  of  ’60s  black  radicalism  is  re¬ 
actionary.  For  example,  if  the  CIA  were  to  write  a 
book  about  Malcolm  X,  I’m  sure  that  they  would 
include  Wallace’s  woeful  assessment  of  the  impact  of 
his  death: 

...  the  great  black  father  was  Finally  in  our  midst.  But 
in  1965  black  men  murdered  Malcolm,  and  with  him 
died  the  chance  for  a  black  patriarchy.  Malcolm  X  was 
their  only  hope.  No  black  man  would  ever  fill  Mal¬ 
colm’s  shoes. 

First  of  all,  the  powers  that  be  in  this  country 
would  love  black  people  to  think  that  no  one  will  ever 
fill  Malcolm’s  shoes.  The  message  from  Wallace  is 
that,  once  a  powerful  black  leader  is  gone,  the  revolu¬ 
tion’s  all  over,  black  folks. 

Secondly,  the  subtle  and  dangerous  messi.  <te  here 
is  that  every  movement  needs  a  patriarch  —  like  Mal¬ 
colm  or  Martin  Luther  King,  although  she  dismisses 
him  as  “an  almost  feminine  man.”  But  Malcolm  X 
was  not  killed  because  he  was  a  patriarch  or  because  he 
was  trying  to  establish  black  patriarchy.  He  was  killed 
because  he  was  trying  to  raise  some  very  important 
questions  about  racism’s  connection  to  imperialism. 

The  real  gains  made  during  the  sixties  and 
throughout  the  history  of  black  people  in  this  country 
were  made  by  black  people  struggling  together. 
Leadership  is  important,  but  movements  are  made  by 
masses  of  people. 

JC:  In  order  to  expose  the  lie,  propagated  by  the  Moynihan 
Report,- that  black  women  had  emasculated  “their 
men”  by  dominating  them,  Wallace  documents  inci¬ 
dences  of  black  women’s  submission  to  men.  Would 
you  comment  on  this  facet  of  the  book? 

BS:  For  Wallace  to  insist  that  black  women  were  just  as 
loyal  to  patriarchy  as  white  women  is  reactionary  and 
not  at  all  feminist.  This  is  just  another  example  of  how 
she  has  written  a  superficial  book;  she  failed  to  see  past 
the  dichotomy  of  “overwhelming  matriarch  and  sub¬ 
missive  brides/wives;  she  fails  to  suggest  that  there  are 
other  ways  to  be. 

Besides,  to  talk  about  the  oppression  of  black  men 
by  black  women  is  falsifying  and  diverts  attention  from 
where  it  should  go  in  order  to  seek  out  and  destroy  op¬ 
pression  in  this  society.  Black  women  are  not  the  op¬ 
pressors  in  this  society.  White  men  are. 

JC:  What  other  examples  of  “blaming  the  victim”  did  you 
find  in  the  book? 

BS:  In  discussing  black  women’s  economic  position, 


These  articles,  as  well  as  those  by  Ryan  and  Chodo¬ 
row,  all  explore  only  one  side  of  capitalist  patriarchy.  They 
explore  the  imposition  of  capitalist  patriarchal  domination; 
although  they  acknowledge  that  this  imposition  was  never 
perfectly  accomplished,  they  do  not  explore  in  detail  the 
ways  in  which  women  shaped  those  changes  to  their  own 
ends.  Yet  a  focus  on  oppression  or  subordination  as  the 
ultimate  condition  of  women’s  existence  should  never  be 
allowed  to  hide  the  numerous  ways  in  which  women  have 
lived  in  a  male  defined  world  on  their  own  terms.  Without 
an  understanding  of  the  ways  in  which  women  have  modi¬ 
fied  male  domination,  it  is  difficult  to  understand  how 
women  have  been  able  to  organize  and  conduct  movements 
of  resistance  to  it.  Articles  by  Linda  Gordon  and  Ellen 
Dubois  examine  two  such  movements:  the  struggle  for 
reproductive  rights  in  the  nineteenth  and  twentieth 
centuries,  and  the  mid-nineteenth  century  suffrage 
movement.  These  articles  point  out  two  things.  First, 
feminist  demands  in  these  earlier  periods  were  in  many 
respects  far  more  radical  than  we  have  usually  assumed. 
Second,  what  appear  to  us  in  hindsight  as  the  limitations  to 
feminist  activity  were  due,  less  to  any  “failure  of  vision” 
(i.e. ,  a  failure  to  see  patriarchy  “as  it  really  was”),  than  to 
the  social  conditions  of  women’s  lives  (i.e.,  a  real  under¬ 
standing,  however  unconsciously  grasped,  of  patriarchy  as 
it  really  was  in  those  periods).  For  example,  the  critique  of 
marriage  appeared  in  nineteenth  century  feminist  tracts, 
but  it  remained  a  sub-theme  because  few  alternatives  to 
married  life  existed  for  women  at  that  time.  (The  options 
are  only  now  being  studied  by  a  number  of  feminist  histor¬ 
ians  working  on  the  opportunities  for  “singlehood”  in  this 
period.)  The  aspects  of  patriarchy  which  feminists  did 
attack  —  segregation  from  public  life,  and  the  lack  of 
property  ownership,  child  custody  and  divorce  rights  — 
were  those  aspects  of  male  supremacy  which  seemed  (and 
were)  weakest  under  the  early  stages  of  capitalism.  It  was 
only  later,  with  women’s  increased  political  and  legal 
rights,  and  their  entry  into  the  labor  force,  that  male 
dominance  in  the  family  began  to  decline  and  the  critique 
of  family  and  motherhood  became  possible. 

Capitalist  Patriarchy  thus  serves  an  important  double 
purpose  for  feminist  politics.  The  emphasis  on  changing 
patriarchal  relations  allows  these  authors  to  avoid  pre¬ 
formed  questions  about  earlier  feminist  activity  which 
devalue  its  achievements  and  denigrate  women’s  political 
legacy.  The  emphasis  also  enables  these  authors  to  create  a 
body  of  literature  that  is  immediately  and  importantly 
political.  As  I  suggested  earlier,  I  believe  that  the  major 
contribution  of  socialist  feminist  activity  has  been  the 
reproductive  rights  movement.  That  movement  has  count- 

Michele  never  corrects  the  Moynihan  Report’s  erron¬ 
eous  conclusion  that  black  women  have  always  had 
better  jobs  than  black  men.  Yet  any  other  set  of 
statistics  —  and  I’ve  been  scouring  over  these  for  years 
—  indicates  that  black  women  are  at  the  lowest 
position  on  the  income  scale.  In  statistics  from  last 
year’s  census  in  Cambridge,  who  had  the  highest  un¬ 
employment  rate?  Black  women. 

Michele  Wallace  draws  other  twisted  conclusions. 
She  asserts  that,  during  the  Civil  Rights  and  Black 
Power  Movements,  the  goal  of  black  women  was  to  be 
taken  care  of  by  black  men  just  as  white  women  were 
taken  care  of  by  white  men.  My  own  knowledge  of 
black  women  tells  me  that  this  is  false,  that  what  black 
women  have  really  wanted  has  been  to  work  along  side 
men. 

JC:  How  do  you  feel  about  her  treatment  of  lesbians  in  the 
book? 

BS:  She  doesn’t  deal  with  lesbians;  she  only  alludes  to  them 
in  a  very  negative  way.  One  such  allusion  is  found  on 
page  120: 

If  a  black  female  celebrity  is  pretty,  or  sexy,  or  is 
married  to  a  white  man,  she  is  called  a  talentless 
whore.  If  she’s  elegant  or  highbrow  or  intellectual, 
she’s  pronounced  funny-looking,  uptight  and  in  need 
of  a  good  brutal  fuck.  ...  If  she’s  independent, 
physical,  or  aggressive,  she’s  called  a  dyke. 

(Now  what,  pray  tell,  is  a  “ good  brutal  fuck”?)  She 
offers  no  commentary  about  the  social  reality  that  she 
has  just  described.  Poorly  thought  out  political 
analysis  makes  bad  writing.  And  bad  writing  is,  in 
turn,  bad  politics,  because  even  if  your  analysis  is 
thorough,  if  you  don’t  write  well,  your  message  is  open 
to  misinterpretation. 

On  the  second  to  the  last  page  (page  176),  we  have 
another  reference  to  lesbians: 

...  I  haven’t  seen  black  women  make  any  meaningful 
attempt  to  differentiate  between  their  problems  and 
the  problems  of  white  women  and,  most  important, 
there  seems  to  be  no  awareness  of  how  black  women 
have  been  duped  by  the  Myth  of  the  Superwoman. 
Some  black  women  have  come  together  because  they 
can’t  find  husbands.  Some  are  angry  with  their  boy¬ 
friends.  The  lesbians  are  looking  for  a  public  forum 
for  their  sexual  preference  .  .  . 

Her  hypothesis  about  straight  black  feminists  are 
stupid  and  she  is  implying  that  lesbians  are  divisive 
within  the  black  feminist  movement.  According  to 
Wallace,  a  lesbian  is  a  women  who  cannot  get  along 
with  her  boyfriend  or  find  a  husband  and  black  women 
who  are  interested  in  feminism  are  perverts,  which  is 
precisely  what  the  media  would  have  us  believe. 

Her  silence  about  black  lesbians  is  dangerous. 
What  she  does  say  about  us  indicates  that  she  is  not  a 
feminist.  Even  NOW,  a  quintessential^  bourgeois 
organization,  has  taken  a  principled  stand  on  lesbians. 
Unlike  NOW,  Wallace  doesn’t  feel  that  she  has  to  deal 
with  lesbians. 

The  third  passage  about  lesbians  is  found  on  page 
89: 

By  the  time  I  was  fifteen  there  was  nothing  I  dreaded 
more  than  being  like  the  women  in  my  family.  1  had 


ered  the  manipulative  arguments  of  the  New  Right,  with  its 
pseudo-humanistic  concern  for  the  “rights”  of  the  fetus, 
by  placing  abortion  within  the  context  of  reproductive 
freedom.  Thus,  the  reproductive  rights  movement  broadens 
this  struggle  to  include  quality  prenatal  and  child  care,  an 
end  to  forced  sterilization  of  any  kind,  lesbian  custody 
rights,  equal  access  to  dignified  medical  service,  etc.  This  is 
a  crucial  aspect  of  the  American  feminist  struggle:  although 
the  right-wing  backlash  is  an  international  phenomenon, 
prevalent  in  England,  Germany  and  elsewhere  in  Europe 
and  the  Third  World,  only  in  the  United  States  has  the 
Right  made  antifeminism  its  central  concern  and  rallying 
cry.  Gay  people  who  believe  that  they  can  separate  the  goal 
of  gay  liberation  from  feminist  concerns  are  falling  into  the 
trap  laid  by  the  New  Right;  they  have  failed  to  read 
carefully  any  of  the  literature  generated  by  New  Right 
spokespeople.  The  emphasis  of  Capitalist  Patriarchy  on 
motherhood  and  reproduction  as  social  aspects  of  women’s 
lives  meets  this  challenge,  and  provides  an  important  body 
of  theory  and  analysis  for  the  current  feminist  struggle. 

That  analysis  has,  however,  two  major  shortcomings. 
First,  there  is  little  explicit  work  on  the  creation  of  gender, 
and  no  explicit  work  on  the  control  and  regulation  of 
homosexual  behavior.  Chodorow’s  article  is  the  exception, 
and  a  good  one,  but  the  gap  remains  glaring.  If  one  recog¬ 
nizes  motherhood  as  a  cultural  rather  than  biological 
condition,  then  gender  becomes  the  way  in  which  biology  is 
organized.  And  the  control  of  homosexual  behavior  is  one 
principal  way  in  which  gender  identity  is  created. 

The  second  shortcoming  is  the  failure  of  Capitalist 
Patriarchy  to  incorporate  into  its  analysis  a  discussion  of 
the  current  changes  transforming  capitalist  patriarchy.  As 
the  family  and  the  legal  oppression  of  homosexuals,  tradi¬ 
tional  forms  of  male  dominance,  come  under  increasing 
attack,  other  forms  of  male  control  which  have  tradition¬ 
ally  remained  outside  capitalistic  patriarchy’s  definitions 
become  more  prominent.  I  am  speaking  here  of  domestic 
violence,  rape  and  queer  bashing.  These  terrorist  activities 
are  not  merely  aspects  of  the  current  struggle,  but  central 
features  of  new  forms  of  male  domination.  Our  analysis  of 
these  phenomena  is  still  rudimentary,  still  at  the  level  of 
transhistorical  “nature”  (“men  are  violent  creatures”)  that 
used  to  characterize  reproduction.  Socialist  feminism  (and  I 
include  men  in  this  movement)  must  develop  an  analysis  to 
meet  these  issues  in  the  future. 

Still,  these  shortcomings  should  not  diminish  the 
achievements  of  Capitalist  Patriarchy.  It  is  an  important 
and  engaging  introduction  for  those  unfamiliar  with  this 
kind  of  analysis.  And  for  those  familiar  with  it,  it  is  an 
important  and  useful  sourcebook. 

been  taught  to  be  repelled  by  them  as  effectively  as  1 
had  been  taught  to  avoid  women  who  wore  men’s 
trousers  and  smoked  cigars  .  .  . 

Now  would  do  you  suppose  are  the  women  smoking 
cigars? 

When  Michele  was  speaking  at  Boston  University 
recently,  I  approached  her  and  handed  her  a  cigar, 
asking  her,  “Why  did  you  not  talk  about  black  lesbians 
in  your  book?”  She  replied,  “Well,  I’ll  certainly  make 
a  special  note  of  this  day  because  I’ve  been  waiting  for 
months  for  someone  to  ask  me  that  question.”  She’s  a 
moral  coward;  she  had  that  question  in  the  back  of  her 
mind  but  was  afraid  to  ask  it. 

She  also  told  me  that  she  didn’t  write  about  les¬ 
bians  because  she  is  not  a  lesbian.  This  is  like  saying 
that  all  white  authors  are  absolved  from  any  responsi¬ 
bility  to  talk  about  black  people  because  they  are  not 
black.  It’s  true  that  when  a  straight  woman  writes 
about  lesbians,  she  cannot  pretend  to  have  the  final 
word.  However,  she  can  write  about  lesbians  in  a  prin¬ 
cipled  way,  saying,  “This  is  what  I  think  I  know -and 
this  is  what  I  don’t  know.”  Wallace’s  ignoring  of  black 
lesbians  greatly  weakens  the  book.  We  (black  lesbians) 
are  here.  For  her  to  overlook  us  is  worse  than  a  be¬ 
trayal. 

It’s  terrible  that  she  didn’t  talk  about  black  les¬ 
bians,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  seeing  the  way  that  she 
treats  black  women  in  general  in  her  book.  I’m  almost 
relieved  that  she  didn’t  write  about  lesbians.  My  heart 
still  aches  from  the  wound  that  she  inflicted  upon  black 
women  when  she  says  (p.  175),  ‘“1  think  that  the  black 
woman  thinks  of  her  history  and  her  condition  as  a 
wound  which  makes  her  different  and  therefore  special 
and  therefore  exempt  from  human  responsibility  .  .  .” 
That  statement  is  a  direct  insult  to  me  and  to  all  black 
women,  past  and  present.  It’s  a  bizarre  statement 
because  I  don’t  know  of  any  more  responsible  group  of 
people  than  black  women. 

Black  women  do  more  than  hold  up  half  the  sky. 
What  black  women  are  about  is  making  a  way  where 
there  is  no  way.  Mary  McCloud  Bethune  built  a  college 
on  a  garbage  dump.  Harriet  Tubman  lead  hundreds  of 
slaves  out  of  the  (pre-Civil  War)  South  and  she  didn’t 
do  it  on  Amtrak.  That’s  the  tradition  of  black  women 
in  this  country.  Those  are  famous  black  women;  what 
about  the  ordinary  black  woman  who  raises  a  family  of 
children  with  no  financial  or  psychic  or  emotional 
support?  Here  in  this  city  where  thirteen  black  women 
have  been  murdered,  black  women’s  lives  are  worth 
nothing,  let  alone  their  psyches. 

Wallace’s  assertion  that  black  women  have 
exempted  themselves  from  human  responsibility  is  lud¬ 
icrous.  She  would  not  be  where  she  is  today  if  it 
weren’t  for  black  women  struggling.  As  for  me,  the 
women  in  my  family  raised  my  sister  and  me  without 
male  assistance,  held  jobs  and  were  out  working  in  the 
community  and  the  church.  They  were  ultimately  re¬ 
sponsible.  We  could  do  much  worse  than  have  black 
women’s  views  of  reality  and  morality  prevail  in  this 
culture.  We’d  have  respect  for  human  life  and  some 
humor. 
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Finney’s  work  is  a  sort  of  “Monarch  Notes”  for  the 
lazy;  a  crash  course  on  the  works  of  one  of  the  finest  living 
writers. 

To  give  him  his  due,  Finney  has  completed  a  marvel¬ 
ous  resource  album  with  an  exhaustive  bibliography.  It 
contains  not  only  the  works  of  Isherwood,  but  his  col¬ 
laborations  with  Auden  and  his  translations.  It  also  lists  the 
dozen  books  about  Isherwood  and  some  sixty  interviews 
with  the  author. 

Early  on,  Finney  states  that  he  has  created  “a  collage 
in  the  critical  sections  of  the  book,  in  the  belief  that  a 
literary  biographer  owes  to  his  readers  to  include  as  much 
relevant  biographical  evidence  as  he  can  so  that  others  can 
make  use  of  it  for  their  different  readings  of  the  texts.”  I 
can  only  suggest  that,  for  those  still  unaware  of  Isher- 
wood’s  vast  body  of  work,  time  would  be  better  spent 
reading  his  three  works  of  autobiography:  Lions  and 
Shadows,  Kathleen  and  Frank ,  and  Christopher  and  His 
Kind.  With  this  as  an  introductory  course,  one  can  then 
enter  the  “Fictional  biography”  of  the  novels,  all  of  which 
have  recently  been  re-issued. 

The  neatly  structured  Prater  Violet  is  a  touching  and 
humorous,  albeit  caustic,  look  at  the  Hollywood  that  is  still 
so  much  a  part  of  Isherwood’s  life.  The  wonderfully  drawn 
relationship  between  “Christopher”  and  the  neurotic 
clown  of  a  director,  Bergmann,  is  a  telling  portrait  of  the 
glamorous  ’30s  Hollywood.  Much  of  Finney’s  discussion  of 
this  period,  however,  consists  of  the  mere  listing  of  famous 
friends,  from  Huxley  and  Krishnamurti  to  Chaplin  and 
Garbo. 

Throughout  his  awe-inspired  volume,  Finney 
alternates  gossipy  trivia  and  background  with  a  dry,  aca¬ 
demic  literary  criticism.  He  all  but  avoids  the  flesh  and 
blood  Isherwood,  the  Isherwood  to  be  discovered  in  such 
diverse  works  as  The  Memorial  and  A  Single  Man. 

Finney  seems  to  have  ignored  what  Isherwood  himself 
has  said  about  his  books,  and  even  discussed  with  Finney  in 
1976.  Isherwood  admits  that  the  novels  are  autobiograph¬ 
ical  —  he  states  simply  that  the  episodic  Down  There  On  a 
Visit  is  “about  me.”  The  pattern  of  all  his  books  is  the 
pattern  of  Isherwood’s  life. 

The  Isherwood  novels  are  of  this  pattern,  what  Isher¬ 
wood  once  called  his  private  mythology  —  a  mythology 


made  real  in  the  factual  autobiographies.  From  The  Berlin 
Stories,  with  the  superb  parallels  to  Berlin  society  in  its 
representative  characters,  to  his  indictment  of  British 
society  with  the  multi-faceted  characters  in  The  Memorial, 
to  the  tight  distillation  of  his  own  life  in  A  Single  Man, 
Isherwood  has  made  his  life’s  work  clear.  “What  matters  is 
what  you  say  about  a  given  situation,”  Isherwood  told 
interviewer  W.  I.  Scobiein  London  Magazine.  “Maybe  you 
can  explain  its  reality  better  by  heightening  its  drama,  by 
way  of  comment  on  it.  Fiction  enters  the  garden  in  a 
serpentine  way.” 

Finney  takes  a  somewhat  curious  approach  to  Isher¬ 
wood’s  sexuality.  He  states  wrongly,  I  think,  that  Isher¬ 
wood  is  a  “militant  homosexual.”  It  is  arguable,  I  suppose, 
that  a  straight  critic  would  view  the  mere  announcement  of 
homosexuality  as  a  “militant”  step,  but  Isherwood  is  far 
from  a  radical  faggot.  His  militancy,  if  it  is  to  be  so  named, 
is  best  observed  in  his  neglected  masterpiece  A  Single  Man. 
The  book  is  “a  day  in  the  life  of  a  middle  aged  Englishman 
who  lives  in  this  town,  teaches  at  a  local  college  and  is 
queer.” 

Isherwood,  in  a  1973  Gay  Sunshine  interview,  called 
the  book  “the  best  thing  I  have  ever  written.”  He  went  on 
to  say  that  this  spare  and  tight  work  was  “the  only  time 
when  I  succeeded,  very  nearly,  in  saying  exactly  what  I 
wanted  to  say.” 

A  Single  Man  can  easily  be  called  the  finest  of  Isher¬ 
wood’s  writing  from  his  personal  experience.  It  also  might 
lead  the  non-gay  critic  to  declare  the  author  a  “militant.” 
Isherwood  wrote  that  the  protagonist,  George,  belongs  not 
only  to  the  gay  minority  but  to  “the  ranks  of  that  marvel¬ 
ous  minority,  The  Living  .  .  .  freshly  returned  from  the  icy 
presence  of  The  Majority.”  This  might  be  a  radical  point  of 
view  to  Finney  and  other  straight  critics  and  readers. 

The  radicalism  theory  is  disproved  by  Finney  himself 
in  a  humorous  aside  concerning  Isherwood’s  1975  address, 
“Homosexuality  and  Literature,”  to  the  Modern  Language 
Association  in  New  York  City.  “Regarded  as  a  daring 
innovation  by  the  organisers,”  Finney  notes,  “it  actually 
turned  out  to  be  a  case  of  preaching  to  the  converted.” 

Brian  Finney  closes  his  yeoman’s  task  with  the  caveat 
that  “no  final  estimation  of  the  man  or  his  work  is  possible 
or  desirable  at  this  stage.”  He  also  prints  an  unpublished 
poem  written  by  Auden  for  Isherwood  in  1937: 
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sexual  organs,  secondary  sex  characteristics,  the  acquired 
social  “graces”)  of  their  “correct”  gender.  The  medical 
professions,  and  their  auxiliaries,  are  reaping  a  tremendous 
profit  (as  they  do  from  so  much  elective  and  cosmetic  surg¬ 
ery)  from  these  operations  and  their  continued  followups 
and  corrections. 

On  the  larger  social  level,  Raymond  sees  transsexual¬ 
ism  as  a  way  of  preserving  the  sexual  status  quo.  Its 
response  to  sex  role  stereotyping  is  to  accept  and  continue 
to  perpetrate  it.  Most  male-to-female  transsexuals  want  to 
be  traditional  women  (Nancy  Hunt  speaks  of  wanting  to 
look  “up  into  a  man’s  face  with  enormous  adoring  eyes”) 
and  partake  of  a  role  that  many  women  are  struggling  to  be 
free  of.  Those  few  women  who  become  “women-identi- 
fied-women  are  seen  by  Raymond  to  have  “renounced 
femininity  but  not  masculinity  and  masculinist  behavior 
(despite  deceptive  appearances).”  If  a  transsexual  regrets 
his  decision,  he  may  revert  to  lesbian-feminism  in  order  to 
use  his  masculinity  to  “seduce  the  spirits  and  the  sexuality 
of  women  who  do  not  relate  to  men.” 

In  dealing  with  the  question  of  female-to-male  sex 
changes,  as  well  as  the  fact  that  there  are  some  female 
doctors  and  therapists  working  with  transsexuals,  Ray¬ 
mond  postulates  that  they  are  tokens,  accepted  and  sought 
after  to  legitimize  the  essentially  male  medical  and 
transsexual  universe.  The  deep  seated  cultural  “womb- 
envy”  that  prompts  most  male-to-female  transsexuals  to 
have  the  operation  and  attain  what  they  see  as  “women 
special  qualities”  does  not  have  a  true  reverse  in  women 
seeking  to  gain  power  by  having  a  penis.  She  states  that 
there  are  far  fewer  female-to-male  than  male-to-female 
transsexuals,  although  Del  Martin  has  stated  in  a  recent 
GCN  interview  ( GCN  Vol.  6  #40)  that  the  female-to-male 
number  was  increasing. 

The  Transsexual  Empire  is  important  because  it  is  the 
first  time  that  a  substantial  amount  of  time  and  effort  has 
been  spent  looking  at  the  social  constructs  and  the  politics 
of  transsexualism.  It  is  a  complex  book  and  I  think  that 
Raymond  views  it  as  a  work  of  ethics,  philosophy,  history, 
and  medical  thought,  as  well  as  a  political  work.  And,  while 
it  grapples  with  large  scale  questions  on  several  levels,  it 
succeeds  better  with  some  than  others. 

Raymond’s  analysis  of  the  medical  profession  is 
perfectly  on  target.  The  mystification  that  has  been 
impressed  upon  people  in  the  name  of  medicine  is  well 
known.  Raymond’s  vision  of  the  doctor  performing  trans¬ 
sexual  operations  as  a  new  “priest/mother,”  bestowing 
new  life  upon  the  living,  is  a  challenging  and  provocative 
image.  It  is  easy  to  imagine  that  there  would  be  very  little 
criticism  or  challenge  of  transsexual  operations  from  a 
profession  that  is  destined  to  make  so  much  from  them. 
Just  as  plastic  surgeons  are  not  willing  to  look  at  the 
impossible  standards  of  beauty  that  cause  patients  to  come 
to  them,  neither  are  the  other  branches  of  the  medical 
profession  willing  to  look  at  the  sex  role  stereotyping  that 
causes  “gender  crisis.” 

As  a  work  of  ethics  and  philosophy,  I  think  that  The 
Transsexual  Empire  has  some  serious  faults.  Raymond  sees 
transsexualism  and  the  traditional  concepts  of  androgyny 
as  attempts  at  integration  —  that  is,  the  bringing  together 
of  the  disparate  halves  (male  and  female).  She  views  this  as 
a  compromise  and  is  calling  for  what  she  calls  integrity :  “an 
original  unity  from  which  no  part  can  be  taken  away  — 
thus  an  original  wholeness  of  personhood  not  divided  by 
sex-role  definitions.”  This  is  further  explained,  and  I  think 
that  her  language  is  very  telling  here:  “Thus,  what  I  call  an 
ethic  of  integrity  is  an  attempt  to  discuss  an  original  unity 
before  the  Fall  of  sex-role  stereotyping.”  By  borrowing  her 
terminology  from  traditional  Christian  theology  and 
thought  Raymond  makes  clear  that  she  is  speaking  of 
“spiritual  values.”  The  equation  of  sex-role  stereotyping 
with  original  sin  implies  that  there  is  a  perfect  state  of 
humanness  —  the  garden  of  Eden,  as  it  were.  This  intro¬ 
duction  of  the  spiritual  —  and  by  its  nature  this  has  to  be 
theoretical  —  presents  problems.  The  culture  (and  every¬ 
thing  that  has  helped  to  form,  shape,  change,  and  mold  it) 
we  live  in  has  existed  throughout  the  history  of  human  con¬ 
sciousness.  Unfortunately,  sex-role  stereotyping  has  always 
been  a  part  of  that  culture  (the  changes  occurring  from 
culture  to  culture,  era  to  era).  To  postulate  a  state  that  may 
have  existed  before  this  (gynocracy?  matriarchy?  a 
structureless  paradise?  Raymond  does  not  say)  enforces 
impossible  standards  upon  the  real  world.  This  is  not  to 
accept  the  status  quo  —  that  fight  must  go  on  always  —  but 
the  introduction  of  spiritual  standards  upon  a  material 
world  avoids  dealing  with  that  material  world. 

Transsexualism  may  not  be  an  attempt  at  wholeness, 
but  wholeness  must  be  rooted  to  the  actual  not  the  theor¬ 
etical.  The  theology  of  Augustine  and  Aquinas  had  little  to 
do  with  the  material  world:  it  was  an  attempt  to  explain  and 
construct  a  world  upon  precepts  which  seemed  to  them 
“good”  (archaic  and  destructive  as  they  may  seem  today). 
Ethics  have  to  relate  to  people’s  everyday  physical  reality  if 
they  are  going  to  have  any  substantial,  real,  resonant  effect 
upon  people’s  lives. 

The  Transsexual  Empire  is  a  closely  reasoned,  well 
researched  attack  upon  an  aspect  of  the  medical  profession. 
Raymond  is  very  careful  not  to  criticize  transsexuals  them¬ 
selves.  She  is  criticizing  the  culture.  However,  1  don’t  think 
that  she  has  really  listened  to  them,  either.  Any  analysis  of 
transsexualism  will,  ultimately,  have  to  come  from  trans¬ 
sexuals  themselves  —  just  as  women,  blacks,  and  homosex¬ 
uals  have  learned  for  themselves  —  and  any  analysis  that 
avoids  this  is  going  to  be,  in  some  way,  short  sighted.  The 
writings  of  transsexual  have,  up  to  now,  been  thin,  and 
understandably  defensive.  As  times  change,  there  will  be  a 
better  understanding  based  upon  experience,  not  theory. 

Janice  Raymond  has  written  a  work  that  clarifies  some 
very  confusing  aspects  of  our  culture.  It  is  not  a  complete 
answer,  but  it  is  a  beginning. 


Yet  how  beautiful  your  books  are 

So  observant,  so  witty,  so  profound  .  .  .  Use  your  will.  We  need  it. 
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The  fascinating  results  of  the  first  comprehensive  survey  of 
the  homosexual  community — based  on  replies  from  5,000 
lesbians  and  gay  men  from  14  to  82,  who  reveal  in  frank  detail 
the  truths  about  their  lives  and  their  sexuality. 

The  question  is  often  asked  by 
straights  out  of  hostility  or  nega¬ 
tive  curiosity:  “What  do  you 
people  do,  anyway?”  It  is  finally 
answered  in  full  detail  in  this 
remarkable  new  book— the  result 
of  one  of  the  most  astounding  and 
comprehensive  surveys  ever  taken 
of  any  group  of  people. 

“A  book  of  voices,” 
says  Jane  Rule,  author  of  Lesbian 
Images:  “our  voices,  rich  and  par¬ 
ticular... absolutely  important  for 
the  information  and  insight  it  pro¬ 
vides.”  Karla  Jay  and  Allen  Young, 
editors  of  Out  of  the  Closets:  Voices 
of  Gay  Liberation,  are  trusted, 
active  members  of  the  gay  libera¬ 
tion  movement.  They  have  been 
able  to  obtain  information  from 
people  who  would  not  cooperate 
with  “establishment"  inter¬ 
viewers  and  writers.  So  their  book 
is  filled  with  more  than  computer¬ 
ized  statistics,  as  fascinating  and 
important  as  those  statistics  are. 

In  The  Gay  Report,  men  and 
women  speak  out  in  their  own 
words  about  their  childhood, 
growth  and  coming  out;  their  most 
pleasing  sexual  experiences;  their 
relationships  with  lovers,  families, 
husbands  or  wives,  and  children; 
their  hangups,  fantasies  and 
masturbation  practices;  their  op¬ 
pression,  politics,  hopes  and 
dreams;  their  experiences  with 
“kinky"  sex. 

“A  first-rate  book;’ 
says  Christopher  Isherwood.  And 
he  is  just  one  of  the  advance  read¬ 
ers  who  are  hailing  The  Gay 


REPORT  as  one  of  the  most  signifi¬ 
cant  books  of  the  decade: 

■  “A  marvelous  book— compre¬ 
hensive,  moving,  deeply 
informative,  wonderfully  free  of 
evasive  gentilities.  A  superlative 
compendium  of  gay  lifestyles, 

The  Gay  Report  is  also  a  super¬ 
lative  read.”— MARTIN  DUBER- 
M  AN,  Professor  of  History,  City 
University  of  N.Y. 

■  “Finally,  basic  information 
about  gay  women  and  men 
straight  from  the  mouths  of  peo¬ 
ple  involved.”— PHYLLIS  LYON, 
co-author  of  Lesbian/Woman  and 
Professor, The  Institute  for 
Advanced  Study  of  Human 
Sexuality 
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Lesbians  and  Gay  Men 
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■  “What  do  we  do,  anyhow?  In 
The  Gay  Report,  some  of  us 
write  in  fascinating  detail  about 
every  conceivable  variety  of  sex 
(and  a  few  varieties  others  have 
never  conceived  of)." 
-JONATHAN  KATZ,  author  of 
Gay  American  History:  Lesbians 
and  Gay  Men  in  the  U.S.A. 

■  “A  vast  storehouse  of  personal 
accounts  of  what  it  means  to  be 
gay.  It  will  make  you  laugh,  cry, 
make  you  horny,  make  you  think. 
All  of  us  who  are  gay  will  find  our¬ 
selves  here."— LAUD  HUM¬ 
PHREYS,  Ph.D.,  Professor  of 
Sociology,  Pitzer  College;  author 
of  Tearoom  Trade 

Just  published,  THE  Gay 
Report  is  available  at  all  book¬ 
stores.  Or  use  the  coupon  to  order 
your  copy  now.  Summit  Books, 
1230  Avenue  of  the  Americas, 

New  York,  N.Y.  10020. 
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Discovering  Ourselves 


The  Gay  Report:  Lesbians 
and  Gay  Men  Speak  Out 
About  Sexual  Experiences 
and  Lifestyles. 

By  Karla  Jay  and  A  lien  Young 
With  the  Technical  Assistance  of 
Don  Barrett. 

816  pp.  Summit  Books,  New 
York.  $14.95. 


By  Eric  E.  Rofes 

The  remarkable  achievement  of 
Karla  Jay,  Allen  Young,  Don 
Barrett  and  the  dozens  of  others 
who  worked  to  produce  The  Gay 
Report  is  most  apparent  when 
their  book  is  compared  to  other 
recent  studies  of  homosexuality. 
While  Homosexualities,  by  Alan 
Bell  and  Martin  Weinberg,  and 
Homosexuality  In  Perspective,  by 
Masters  and  Johnson,  have  been 
heralded  in  the  mainstream  press 
as  “landmark”  studies,  the  works 
contribute  surprisingly  little  to  the 
self-awareness  of  most  lesbians 
and  gay  men.  Bell  and  Weinberg 
spent  over  $278,000  to  interview 
about  a  thousand  gay  people  and 
a  smaller  group  of  heterosexuals, 
only  to  conclude  that  gay  people 
are  a  diverse  lot.  Masters  and 
Johnson  put  almost  200  lesbians 
and  gay  men  through  the  paces  of 
sexual  activity  only  to  conclude 
that  gay  people  may  well  have 
better  sex  than  straight  people. 
For  all  their  money  and  scientific 
know-how,  there’s  nothing  new  in 
either  of  these  studies  for  those  of 
us  who  are  well  aware  of  the 
diverse  nature  of  our  community 
and  the  satisfying  nature  of  our 
sex  lives. 

The  Gay  Report  is  written  by 
and  for  lesbians  and  gay  men  and 
is,  quite  simply,  the  most  comp¬ 
rehensive  survey  of  the  sexual 
experiences  and  lifestyles  of  gay 
people  ever  produced.  By  printing 
and  distributing  almost  100,000 
questionnaire  booklets  through¬ 
out  the  U.S.  and  Canada,  Jay  and 
Young  have  received  over  5,000 
candid,  lengthy  responses  from 
gay  people  speaking  out  for  them¬ 


selves  about  their  lives.  Put  into  a 
computer  and  analyzed  by  Don 
Barrett,  a  computer  specialist, 
The  Gay  Report  contains  the 
results  of  the  survey  as  well  as 
hundreds  of  “essay  question”  re¬ 
sponses  on  every  imaginable 
topic.  The  amount  of  information 
gathered  is  astounding  and  a 
reading  of  this  800  page  tome 
cannot  but  make  one  aware  of  the 
great  range  of  experience  and  per¬ 
spectives  of  the  gay  community  in 
a  more  profound  manner  than 
Bell  and  Weinberg’s  “scientific” 
statistics. 

The  questionnaire  that  formed 
the  basis  for  this  report  contained 
two  parts,  a  short  answer  section 
(“check  the  appropriate  box”) 
and  a  more  detailed  essay  question 
section,  where  responders  were 
asked  to  comment  on  particular 
topics.  While  the  survey  focused 
on  sexual  experiences,  it  included 
a  host  of  other  topics,  ranging 
from  employment  and  housing  ex¬ 
periences,  to  political  perspect¬ 
ives.  Sexuality  is  explored  thor¬ 
oughly,  beginning  with  “Growing 
Up  and  Coming  Out,”  through 
finding  partners,  forming  rela¬ 
tionships,  sexual  activity,  and 
“Erotic  Variations.”  Jay  and 
Young  do  not  avoid  controversial 
topics.  It’s  all  here,  from  fist- 
fucking  and  dildo  usage,  to 
fetishes  and  bestiality.  If  ever 
there  were  a  study  to  put  to  rest 
the  hackneyed  question,  “What  is 
it  that  you  gay  folk  do  in  bed?”, 
this  is  the  study. 

Jay  and  Young  do  not  claim 
“to  have  a  scientific  or  repre¬ 
sentative  sample  of  lesbians  and 
gay  men”  included  in  the  survey. 
More  than  60%  of  the  gay  people 
responding  have  completed  col¬ 
lege,  while  there  is  relatively  little 
information  on  minority  gays  and 
working-class  gays.  The  ages  of 
the  respondents  ranged  from  14  to 
82,  with  an  average  age  of  about 
30.  Roughly  30  questionnaires 
were  returned  by  gay  youth,  and 
fewer  than  30  people  over  the  age 
of  65  responded.  Despite  these 
shortcomings,  the  responses  in¬ 


cluded  people  from  every  region 
of  the  U.S.  and  Canada  and  from 
every  imaginable  occupation. 
Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  infor¬ 
mation  in  the  report  comes  from  a 
more  diverse  group  of  lesbians 
and  gay  men  than  ever  before 
placed  under  a  sociologist’s 
microscope. 

The  results  of  the  survey 
contain  some  interesting  informa¬ 
tion.  Most  lesbians  and  gay  men 
are  quite  satisfied  with  their  sex 
lives  and  both  lesbians  and  gay 
men  consider  sex  quite  important. 
The  assumption  that  gay  men  are 
much  more  sexually  active  than 
lesbians  seems  contradicted  by  the 
report.  While  about  10%  of  the 
gay  men  in  the  study  have  sex  at 
least  once  a  day,  4%  of  the 
lesbians  do  also.  Most  lesbians 
and  gay  men  in  the  survey  had  sex 
once  or  several  times  a  week.  Jay 
and  Young  also  asked  “How 
often  would  you  like  to  have 
sex?”  Here  the  figures  for  men 
seemed  different  from  the  women; 
almost  30%  of  the  men  would  like 
to  have  sex  once  or  more  than 
once  a  day,  while  only  17%  of  the 
lesbians  would  opt  for  such  fre¬ 
quency. 

The  overwhelming  majority  of 
lesbians  felt  that  emotional  in¬ 
volvement  with  their  sexual 
partner  was  very  important;  less 
than  half  of  the  gay  men  found  it 
so.  92%  of  the  lesbians  usually 
have  sex  with  a  woman  they  are 
emotionally  involved  with;  only 
45%  of  the  men  share  that  expe¬ 
rience.  Lesbians  and  gay  men  are 
in  agreement,  however,  on  the  ex¬ 
perience  of  being  in  love.  93%  of 
the  men  and  94%  of  the  women 
have  been  in  love.  Jay  and  Young 
also  find  that  women  are  more 
affectionate  with  women  than 
men  are  with  men.  Gay  men,  how¬ 
ever,  feel  more  comfortable  being 
affectionate  with  women,  than 
lesbians  feel  with  men. 

The  most  important  factors  for 
lesbians  in  their  sexual  partners 
are  the  partner’s  personality, 
intelligence,  hygiene  and  political 
views.  For  men,  cleanliness  is  the 


most  important  factor,  followed 
by  personality.  The  important  de¬ 
termining  physical  factors  were 
weight,  physique,  facial  hair  and 
complexion.  79%  of  the  men  fre¬ 
quently  “relate  to  a  certain 
‘type’,”  while  only  47%  of  the 
women  share  this  pattern  of 
response. 

What  The  Gay  Report  does  that 
no  other  study  of  gay  people  has 
been  able  to  do,  is  to  give  a 
detailed  picture  of  the  sexual  expe¬ 
riences  of  gay  people  —  women 
and  men.  A  thorough  reading  of 
the  book  reveals  the  real  differ¬ 
ences  between  the  experiences  of 
lesbians  and  gay  men.  It  is  only 
through  understanding  the 
different  ways  lesbians  and  gay 
men  relate  to  others  like  them, 
that  we  can  begin  to  understand 
why  lesbians  and  gay  men  have 
had  considerable  difficulty  work¬ 
ing  together  in  the  gay  liberation 
movement.  It  is  not  primarily  in 
the  sack  that  lesbians  and  gay  men 
differ  from  each  other  (although 
some  gay  men  generally  have 
more  sex  partners  and  are  into 
more  kinds  of  “kinky”  activity). 
Most  gay  men  and  lesbians  have 
important  aspects  of  their  sexual 
experiences  in  common.  The  dif¬ 
ference  seems  to  be  in  the  way  gay 
men  relate  to  other  gay  men 
beyond  the  bedroom,  as  com¬ 
pared  to  the  way  lesbians  relate  to 
other  lesbians.  This  is  shown  less 
in  the  statistics  of  the  survey  than 
in  the  actual  written  responses 
recorded  in  the  book. 

Lesbians’  responses  to  the 
essays  indicate  strong,  personal 
identification  with  their  lovers  and 
their  sexual  partners.  They  write 
about  their  experiences  with  a 
degree  of  care  and  concern  that 
cannot  be  statistically  computed. 
One  typical  example  is: 

My  lover  Mary  and  I  were  friends 
about  two  years  before  we  became 
lovers  six  months  ago.  For  those 
years  I  did  not  see  her  in  sexual 
terms.  I  was  in  a  monogamous, 
living-together  relationship  with 
another  woman.  This  monogam¬ 
ous  relationship  was  not  satisfying 
to  me,  and  Mary  has  seen  that  so 
we  are  trying  to  keep  our  sexual  re¬ 
lationship  open.  We  have  sex  about 


two  or  three  times  a  week.  The  tone 


passionate.  I  want  more  passion, 
more  abandon,  but  1  think  that 
will  come  in  time. 

Gay  men’s  responses  frequently 
attempt  to  indicate  strong  com¬ 
mitments  to  lovers,  yet  their  very 
words  belie  that  commitment  and 
reveal  an  undercurrent  of  selfish¬ 
ness  and  power  struggling: 

My  present  lover  and  I  have  been 
together  now  about  eighteen 
months.  The  relationship  is  very 
stable  and  very  happy  one,  in 
which  we  share  everything,  includ¬ 
ing  money,  home,  possessions,  etc. 

It  is  as  much  a  marriage  as  is  pos¬ 
sible  without  the  legal  ties  en¬ 
countered  in  straight  marriage. . . . 
Neither  of  us  feels  the  need  for 
outside  sex,  at  least  at  this  point 
of  a  rather  new  marriage.  We  have 
an  unspoken  agreement  on  fidelity 
and  both  conform  to  it  willingly. 

I  like  having  a  lover  and  always 
have.  My  previous  lover  and  I  had 
six  years  together.  My  personality 
and  psyche  seem  to  be  that  I  do  not 
function  as  well  alone.  I  need  and 
appreciate  someone  to  share  men 
and  my  life  and  its  accomplish¬ 
ments  and  failures.  It  seems  to  be 
a  necessity  to  my  livelihood. 

These  are  just  two  of  the  hun¬ 
dreds  of  quotations  in  the  book 
and  one  could  easily  select  quota¬ 
tions  to  make  gay  men  seem 
selfless  and  lesbians  seem  self- 
centered.  However,  I  was  left  with 
a  feeling,  after  reading  the  book, 
that  lesbians  were  more  satisfied, 
less  restless  and  hungry  than  gay 
men.  Most  of  all,  it  seems  ap¬ 
parent  that  for  all  the  joys  of 
being  homosexual,  gay  men  still 
need  to  struggle  with  certain  ten¬ 
dencies  towards  power  and 
control  with  other  men. 

Perhaps  the  most  important 
part  of  The  Gay  Report  is  that  it 
can  serve  as  an  important  educa¬ 
tional  tool  for  lesbians  and  gay 
men  to  learn  more  about  them¬ 
selves,  and  more  about  their 
brothers  and  sisters.  Jay  and 
Young  organize  the  book  in  such  a 
way  that  lesbians  could  skip  over 
the  sections  on  men  and  gay  men 
could  ignore  lesbian  issues.  The 
book  should  contain  a  front  page 
warning  urging  all  of  us  to  resist 
this  temptation.  This  book  can  tell 
us  more  about  each  other  than  ten 
years  of  struggling  together  have 
already  done. 
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Continued  from  Page  8 
concern  with  the  needs  and  desires 
of  gay  patients  is  evident  on  every 
page.  The  anguish  of  those  whose 
sexual  functioning  has  met  with 
repeated  failure  should  be  easy  for 
any  professional  therapist  to 
imagine;  yet  many  of  the  patients 
who  were  treated  at  the  Institute 
had  been  refused  help  by  other  sex 
therapists  or  worse,  were  accepted 
with  the  covert  intention  of  con¬ 
verting  them  to  heterosexuality. 
The  authors  rightly  label  this  as 
lamentable  neglect. 

It  well  may  be  the  major  benefit 
of  Homosexuality  in  Perspective 
that  dysfunction  therapy  will  be¬ 
come  available  to  gays  on  a  non- 
discriminatory  basis.  We  should 
insist  on  our  right  to  treatment  as 
naturally  as  for  the  right  to  be 
treated  for  any  other  malady.  The 
prestige  of  the  Masters  and  John¬ 
son  Institute  should  allow  this 
goal  to  be  realized. 

The  secondportionof  theclinical 
investigation  reports  the  treatment 
of  sexual  “dissatisfaction.”  The 
term  refers  to  gays  and  lesbians 
who  are  dissatisfied  with  their 
status  and  wish  to  become  hetero¬ 
sexual.  This  part  of  the  treatment 
program  has  naturally  been  of 
greatest  interest  to  the  media  and 
of  greatest  concern  to  gays  who 
recognize  a  potential,  despite  the 
good  will  of  the  authors,  for 
further  attack  in  the  name  of 
“therapy.” 

Altogether  54  men  and  13 
women  were  accepted  to  the  Insti¬ 
tute  for  treatment  of  sexual  dis¬ 
satisfaction.  As  with  the  dysfunc¬ 
tional,  they  came  with  a  partner 
of  their  choice  —  here,  of  course, 
an  opposite  sex  partner  —  and 
underwent  the  usual  two  weeks  of 
treatment.  The  patient’s  motiva¬ 
tions  for  treatment  were  most 
often  marriage  or  a  serious  emo¬ 
tional  commitment  to  a  hetero¬ 
sexual  relationship  which  they 
wished  to  stabilize  by  becoming 
heterosexually  functional.  In 
other  cases  where  the  patient 
simply  wanted  to  avoid  social 
criticism,  motivation  was  felt  to 
be  poor  and  treatment  was  often 
refused.  The  “dissatisfied”  pa¬ 
tients  were  given  the  opportunity 
for  sexual  interaction  in  the  labor¬ 
atory  with  their  partner  under  the 
guidance  of  the  research  team. 

There  is  the  further  question  of 
whether  these  changes  were  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  reversal  of  sexual 
fantasy  patterns.  A  certain  degree 
of  heterosexual  performance  can 
usually  be  obtained  if  a  gay  person 
is  able  to  employ  a  vivid  homo¬ 
sexual  fantasy.  It  is  not  clear 
whether  post- treatment  fantasies 
were  gathered  with  these  patients. 

Further,  it  is  well  known  that 
there  are  instances  of  individuals 
who,  after  many  years  of  func¬ 
tioning  in  one  gender  preference, 
change  to  the  opposite.  Some¬ 
times,  such  changes  are  prompted 
by  an  important  relationship  or  by 
an  aversive  experience  such  as 
rape.  Ideologic  commitment  also 
occasionally  promotes  preference 
changes,  as  when  feminists  have 
lesbian  experiences,  or  converts  to 
fundamentalist  religion  become 
heterosexual. 

In  summary,  I  found  these  data 
rather  less  arresting  than  the  initial 
media  coverage  had  suggested.  It 
is  obvious  that  Masters  and  John¬ 
son  have  not  developed  anything 
like  a  technology  which  can  be 
widely  employed  to  change  sexual 
preference.  They  only  facilitate 
change  in  a  few,  highly  selected 
persons  whose  individual  circum¬ 
stances  make  such  a  change  de¬ 
sirable  for  them. 

There  is  a  further  issue  which  is 
worth  discussing  here  and  it  is 
whether  the  very  existence  of  a 


treatment  program  to  “convert 
homosexuals  can  be  considered 
ethical.  This  question  was  exam¬ 
ined  by  Gerald  Davison,  a  be¬ 
havior  therapist,  in  the  Journal  of 
Consulting  and  Clinical  Psychol¬ 
ogy  last  year.  Davison’s  argu¬ 
ment,  greatly  condensed,  is  this: 
Any  form  of  “treatment,”  even  if 
entirely  voluntary,  is  a  product  of 
the  society  which  defines  a  certain 
behavior  as  “sick.”  By  providing 
a  treatment,  therapists  are  tacitly 
supporting  the  assumptions  that 
the  treated  behavior  ought  to  be 
changed.  Instead  of  helping 
troubled  homosexuals  to  change 
their  behavior,  should  we  not  be 
helping  the  labelers  to  change 
their  biases?  What  are  we  saying 
to  clients  when  we  reassure  them 
on  the  one  hand  that  they  are  not 
abnormal,  but  on  the  other  hand 
present  them  with  an  array  of 
techniques  aimed  at  changing 
what  we  just  told  them  was  OK? 
Freedom  of  choice  is  an  illusion  to 
the  extent  that  we  are  able  to  make 
people  want  what  we  think  they 
should  want. 

I  agree  with  Davison’s  analysis 
and  have  developed  a  version  of  it 
myself  to  be  published  soon.  A 
strict  application  of  this  philos¬ 
ophy  would  force  us  to  object  to 
any  and  every  program  with 
orientation  change  as  its  goal. 
Still,  I  would  like  to  suggest  that 
Masters  and  Johnson  be  at  least 
partially  exempted.  Their  book, 
for  all  its  dryness,  eloquently 
supports  the  dignity  of  gay  sex¬ 
uality.  More  than  any  straight 
therapists,  they  have  been  willing 
to  use  the  techniques  of  science  to 
help  gays  with  problems  as  we 
ourselves  have  defined  them.  Un¬ 
fortunately,  most  of  the  reviews  I 
have  read  simply  don’t  transmit 
the  spirit  of  caring  and  regard 
which  comes  across  in  nearly 
every  chapter. 

Second,  the  treatment  proced¬ 
ure  itself  is  inherently  benign.  It  is 
not  infinitely  prolonged,  danger¬ 
ous  or  degrading,  unlike  what  I 
judge  to  be  the  situation  with  the 
behavior  treatment  of  effeminate 
boys.  Even  if  you  are  a  treatment 
“failure”  you  won’t  end  up 
feeling  worse  about  yourself.  The 
risks  and  benefits  are  conserva¬ 
tively  presented  for  anyone  to 
evaluate. 

The  acid  test  of  fairness  is,  of 
course,  whether  the  investigators 
would  be  willing  to  convert  a 
heterosexual  person.  This 
question  was  raised,  but  it  had  no 
opportunity  to  be  answered  as 
there  is  not  (yet)  a  population 
which  wishes  to  make  this  change. 
But  Masters  and  Johnson  do 
present  a  case  history  which  comes 
close. 

In  chapter  13,  they  discuss  pa¬ 
tients  A  and  B,  a  remarkable  male 
couple  who  were  both  so  sexually 
crippled  by  certain  adverse  experi¬ 
ences  that  neither  had  ever  been 
able  to  masturbate,  much  less 
have  a  successful  sexual 
experience  with  a  partner.  The 
emotional  commitment  of  these 
two  men  was  strong,  although 
there  was  no  indication  that  it  was 
sexual.  After  learning  to  mastur¬ 
bate  in  the  Institute’s  dysfunction 
program,  they  elected  to  attempt 
to  become  sexually  functional 
with  each  other.  This  choice  was 
supported  by  the  research  team 
and  the  couple’s  dysfunction  was 
successfully  removed. 

Homosexuality  In  Perspective 
does  not,  despite  its  top  secret 
treatment,  say  much  that  will  be 
new  to  sex  researchers.  What  it 
does  say  is  that  gays  deserve  the 
services  of  sex  therapists.  It  is  a 
fair,  thoughtful,  and  thoroughly 
decent  book  in  which  the  methods 
turn  out  to  be  more  interesting 
than  the  results. 
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Unquestionably  the  most 
authoritative  and  eye-opening 
book  on  gay  sex  ever  published . 


This  is  the  book  that  is  changing  the  world’s  think¬ 
ing  about  gay  sex  as  surely  as  HUMAN  SEXUAL 
RESPONSE  and  HUMAN  SEXUAL  INADEQUACY 
dispelled  centuries-old  myths  regarding  heterosexual 
function  and  dysfunction. 

Masters  and  Johnson,  the  world’s  foremost  authorities 
on  human  sexuality,  draw  upon  twenty  years  of  origi¬ 
nal  research  and  pioneering  clinical  experience  with 
homosexual  couples  to  answer  these  and  other 
important  questions: 

•  How  do  the  sexual  behavior  patterns  of  homosex¬ 
uals  differ  from  those  of  heterosexuals? 

•  How  do  homosexuals  and  heterosexuals  compare 
in  orgasmic  response?  Does  sexual  orientation  play 
a  role  or  is  type  of  stimulation  more  important? 

•  Is  there  any  physiological  difference  between 
homosexuals  and  heterosexuals  in  response  to 
sexual  stimulation? 


This  thorough,  scientific,  and  unprecedented  study 
of  gay  sexuality  finds  that  homosexuals  in  committed 
relationships  tend  to  lead  more  satisfying  sex  lives 
than  their  straight  counterparts  because  they  often 
are  more  f  ree  to  communicate  and  usually  are  able 
to  focus  on  their  own  pleasure  and  that  of  their 
partners,  comparatively  free  of  the  performance 
pressure  that  characterizes  many  heterosexual  rela¬ 
tionships.  Until  now,  everyone  has  had  opinions  on 
this  subject,  but  nobody  had  answers  —  now  they  do. 

HOMOSEXUALITY  IN  PERSPECTIVE  is  essential 
reading.  Buy  it  at  your  local  bookstore  or  use  the  cou¬ 
pon  below  to  order  —  but  don’t  miss  this  remarkable 
book. 

450  pages  #549843  $17.50 


Available  at  your  local  bookstore 
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Heterosexuality  in 
Perspective 

By  Tommi  Avicolli 


PHILADELPHIA,  PA  —  The 
famous  sex  research  team  of 
Majors  and  Minors  has  just 
announced  completion  of  a  ten 
year  study  of  heterosexuals  that 
gives  unprecedented  hope  to  thou¬ 
sands  (maybe  millions)  of  hetero¬ 
sexuals  seeking  a  cure  from  their 
deviant  lifestyle. 

In  a  3,000  page  study  entitled 
simply,  “Straights,”  Majors  and 
Minors  report  that  55%  of  those 
heterosexuals  who  desired  to 
change  their  orientation  have  suc¬ 
cessfully  maintained  happy  homo¬ 
sexual  relationships  during  the 
five  year  observation  period  fol¬ 
lowing  treatment  at  the  re¬ 
searchers’  hospital  in  the  “city  of 
brotherly  love.”  ‘Salvadore 
Majors,  speaking  for  the  team  at  a 
press  conference  last  week,  told 
GCN  that  “It  is  expected  that 
another  5  or  10%  of  the  straights 
under  observation  will  succeed  in 
making  the  transition  from  their 
miserable  heterosexual  lives  to  ful¬ 
filling  homosexual  ones.” 

The  controversial  study  over¬ 
turns  previous  claims  by  psy¬ 
chiatrists  that  one’s  sexual  orien¬ 
tation  is  fixed  at  an  early  age  and 
cannot  be  changed.  Dr.  Amy 
Josh,  speaking  from  New  York’s 
famed  Nixon  Sex  Research  Cen¬ 
ter,  told  GCN  she  expects  “these 
findings  will  negatively  influence 
the  efforts  of  the  straight  libera¬ 
tion  groups.  They  might  even  find 
that  previously  supportive 
agencies  will  view  them  as  defiant 
militants.  You  see,”  she  added, 
“if  a  cure  is  indeed  possible  — 
and  I  still  maintain  it  isn’t  —  then 
it’s  the  duty  of  modern  science  to 
make  it  available  to  every 
heterosexual  in  the  world.” 

Salvadore  Majors,  on  the  other 
hand,  sees  the  effects  of  his  study 
as  minor.  “Basically,  we  wanted 
to  dispel  the  idea  that  someone  is 
stuck  being  heterosexual.  Nothing 
could  be  further  from  the  truth. 
There  is  hope  for  even  the  most 
sexist  straight.” 

One  “cured”  heterosexual  — 


Playing  the  Game: 

The  Homosexual  Novel 
in  America 

By  Roger  Austen 

The  Bobbs  Merrill  Company,  1977 

By  Hubert  Kennedy 

When  I  began  reading  Roger 
Austen’s  Playing  the  Game,  a 
little  over  a  year  ago,  I  had  already 
read  25  of  the  novels  listed  in  its 
index.  Since  then  I  have  read  38 
more.  It  has  been  an  adventure, 
made  possible  and  pleasurable  by 
Austen’s  guidance.  Before  reading 
a  novel  discussed  by  him,  I  went 
over  his  comments;  after  reading 
the  novel,  I  went  back  to  them,  to 
compare  his  reactions  with  mine.  I 
did  not  always  agree  with  him.  Of¬ 
ten  I  did;  but  always  I  gained  fur¬ 
ther  insight  from  having  read  his 
critique. 

Using  Ian  Young’s  bibliogra¬ 
phy,  The  Male  Homosexual  in 
Literature  (1975),  as  a  book-buy¬ 
ing  guide,  I  have  built  up  a  library 
of  over  200  novels  of  gay  male  in¬ 
terest.  (No,  I  have  not  read  all  of 
them  yet.)  This  has  not  been 
cheap,  partly  because  I  impetu¬ 
ously  bought  some  titles  as  soon 
as  I  saw  them  listed  in  a  used-book 
catalog.  This  is  not  recommended. 
Book  collecting  has  its  delights, 
but  it  is  not  necessary  to  own  a 
book  in  order  to  read  it;  in  fact, 
most  of  us  have  access  to  libraries 
with  more  novels  listed  in  Young’s 
bibliography  than  we  are  ever  like¬ 
ly  to  read  —  and  sometimes  the  ti- 


whose  story  is  featured  in  the 
book  —  was  reached  by  GCN  for 
comments.  “I  think  I’ve  never 
been  happier,”  she  said.  “In  my 
other  life,  I  had  nothing  to  look 
forward  to.  I  mean,  who  wants  to 
sit  around  the  house  all  day 
watching  soap  operas  and  taking 
care  of  babies?  I  was  suicidal  — 
can  you  blame  me?  I  had  no  op¬ 
tions.  Now,  I  can  be  anything.” 

The  outspoken  former  hetero¬ 
sexual  is  now  studying  to  be  an 
X-ray  technician,  a  job,  she  says, 
she  has  fantasized  about  all  her 
life.  “I  used  to  look  at  everything 
as  if  I  were  seeing  it  through  an 
X-ray  machine,  y’know?  I  mean, 
even  when  I  was  a  little  girl.  I  was 
the  only  kid  I  knew  who  had  a 
working  knowledge  of  the  bone 
structures  of  her  Barbie  dolls.” 

Perhaps  what  has  proven  most 
controversial  about  the  study  is  its 
implications  for  the  penal  system. 
U.S.  District  Attorney  John 
Windsome  clearly  views  the  book 
as  a  major  achievement  in  law 
reform.  “You  see,  now  that  we 
know  straights  can  be  cured,  we 
no  longer  have  to  spend  all  those 
tax  dollars  on  locking  up  rapists 
and  wife  beaters.  All  we  have  to 
do  is  put  them  through  therapy 
and  in  five  years’  time  we  have 
happy,  well-adjusted  homo¬ 
sexuals!  It  not  only  solves  the 
criminal  problem,  but  it  makes 
something  of  these  deviants.” 

Echoing  these  same  words, 
Kathy  Pal,  National  Director  of 
PAR  (People  Against  Rape)  told 
GCN  that  her  organization  plans 
to  lobby  for  legislation  to  make  it 
mandatory  that  rapists  and  wife 
beaters  be  sent  through  this  type 
of  therapy. 

“There’s  really  no  saner  way  of 
spending  tax  dollars  on  these 
criminals.  And  in  the  long  run, 
it’ll  save  money.” 

“For  too  long,”  Ms.  Pal  con¬ 
tinued,  “society  has  been  lenient 
with  these  men.  Rapists  tradition¬ 
ally  got  off  within  a  few  years’ 
time  and  were  free  once  again  to 

■  Books  ■ 

ties  are  surprising.  For  example,  in 
the  library  of  Providence  College, 
Rhode  Island’s  beloved  anachron¬ 
ism,  I  came  across  Blair  Nile’s 
Strange  Brother  (1931),  one  of  the 
earliest  American  novels  with  a 
sympathetically-portrayed  homo¬ 
sexual  central  character.  Whether 
this  was  ordered  for  the  library  by 
someone  who  thought  it  dealt  with 
a  religious  “brother,”  or  was 
placed  there  by  some  closeted  li¬ 
brarian  of  the  past,  I  don’t  know. 
The  first  reason  could  also  explain 
the  presence  of  such  “religious” 
titles  as  Michael  Campbell’s  Lord 
Dismiss  Us  (1965),  about  love  in 
an  English  public  school,  and 
Gordon  Merrick’s  lighthearted 
gay  romp  The  Lord  Won ’t  Mind 
(1970). 

To  form  the  best  impression  of 
the  development  of  the  homosex¬ 
ual  novel  in  America,  one  should 
ideally  read  chronologically,  and 
this  is  how  novels  are  discussed  in 
Austen’s  book.  But  that  is  not 
possible  for  most  readers,  since 
many  of  the  titles  are  not  immedi¬ 
ately  available.  Also,  the  interest¬ 
ed  reader  will  make  an  effort  to 
keep  up  with  new  gay  novels,  such 
as  last  year’s  delightful  Taking 
Care  of  Mrs.  Carroll  by  Paul 
Monette.  Actually,  this  allows  one 
to  see  the  contrast  between  the 
present,  relatively  open,  novel  and 
the  deliberate,  and  necessary, 
“playing  the  game”  of  the  earlier, 
pre-Stonewall  novel. 

This  odyssey,  from  the  veiled 
expression  of  homosexuality  in 


commit  another  crime,  usually 
another  rape.  And,  as  for  wife 
beaters  —  well,  when  they  were 
convicted  (which  was  rare),  they 
were  given  light  sentences  and 
thus  the  problem  continues.” 

Salvatore  Majors,  however, 
feels  it  is  too  soon  to  be  optimistic 
about  his  “cure”  working  on  rap¬ 
ists  and  wife  beaters. 

Salvatore  Majors,  on  the  other 
hand,  feels  confident  that  he  and 
Minors  are  acting  in  the  best  in¬ 
terest  of  straights.  “We’re  not 
trying  to  change  every  hetero¬ 
sexual  in  the  world.  We  just  want 
to  help  those  straights  who  are  un¬ 
comfortable  with  their  deviant 
lifestyle.  If  we  can  alleviate  the 
pain  of  just  a  few  of  these 
straights,  who’s  to  say  we’re 
wrong?  We’re  not  against  their 
having  civil  rights,  but  if  a  person 
comes  to  me  and  says  he  wants  to 
change,  I  have  a  vested  interest  as 
a  scientist  to  change  him.” 

Anti-straight  religious  groups 
have  heralded  the  study  as  “time¬ 
less  proof  of  God’s  existence.” 
Josie  O’Grady,  former  Miss  Gay 
America,  and  current  disco  star, 
praised  Majors  and  Minors  as 
“modern  day  prophets  —  lone 
voices  of  salvation  in  a  godless 
communist  world.”  Ms. 
O’Grady,  in  Philadelphia  to 
promote  her  latest  picture,  I  am 
God’s  little  flower,  said  that 
Majors’  and  Minors’  efforts  prove 
“God  is  still  concerned  about  the 
plight  of  these  errant  creatures. 
How  loving  He  must  be  if  He  in¬ 
spires  two  scientists  to  find  the 
answer  to  their  problems.” 

Aside  from  proving  straights 
can  be  cured,  the  book  also  gives 
intimate  details  of  the  cruising 
techniques  of  heterosexual  males, 
and  explains  the  reason  for  the 
maternal  instincts  of  heterosexual 
women.  Majors  and  Minors  plan 
to  continue  their  work  with 
heterosexual  patients,  and  are,  at 
present,  working  on  a  study  of  the 
influences  of  gravity  on  the  sexual 
orientation  of  newborn  infants. 


earlier  novels  to  today’s  compara¬ 
tive  enlightenment,  is  one  that  we 
also  make  in  our  own  lives,  in  our 
own  time  and  at  our  own  pace. 
Therefore,  surveying  the  gay 
American  novels  of  this  century 
can  be  an  illuminating  and  exhili- 
rating  experience.  For  the  very 
young,  it  can  show  the  real  op¬ 
pression  they  never  knew;  for  the 
not-so-young,  it  can  lend  courage 
for  a  more  positive  view  of  their 
lives.  Let  me  illustrate  this:  I  re¬ 
cently  had  in  my  house  a  visitor 
who  blushed  when  he  read  the 
word  “gay”  in  the  title  Loving 
Someone  Gay.  Can  you  imagine 
his  astonishment  at  seeing  my  col¬ 
lection  of  gay  fiction  (and  at  least 
two  dozen  books  of  non-fiction 
having  “gay”  or  “homosexual” 
in  the  title)?  He  needs  to  know 
that  these  books  exist,  even  if  he 
does  not  read  them. 

It  is  better,  of  course,  to  have 
read  a  few  gay  books  than  merely 
to  know  that  they  exist.  For  an 
overall  view,  however,  Roger  Aus¬ 
ten  s  book  will  not  soon  be  sur¬ 
passed,  even  though  his  personal 
interests  affect  some  of  his  com¬ 
ments.  After  seeing  the  emphasis 
he  gives,  for  example,  to  the  writ¬ 
ings  of  Charles  Warren  Stoddard 
(1843-1909),  it  is  not  surprising  to 
learn  that  he  is  preparing  a  full- 
length  biography  of  that  author.  I 
have  not  met  Austen,  but  I  think 
his  prejudices  can  easily  be  taken 
into  account.  His  book  remains  an 
invaluable  guide  to  the  homosexu¬ 
al  novel  in  America. 


Gay  Community  News,  June  2,  1979 


Page  13 


Bottomless 
Salad  Bar-$2.45 

(includes  Cottage  Cheese  &  Tofu) 

Jumbo  Hamburger  Plate — $2.85 
Homemade  Soups 

Lasagna  Champignon,  Eggplant  Parmigiana, 
Quiches,  Chili,  Blended  Fruit  Drinks.  Desserts 


Open  7  Days 
and 

7  Nights 


£2  F„,l  \ 

s>DESSERTS 
V'  Buy  One, 

>  Get  One  >■ 
/7FREEH! 


41  Charles  St. 

Beacon  Hill, 

Boston 

723-7537 


Evening  Magazine 

TV  4  ^ 

Best  Bet  >. 


The  Garage 

Harvard  Sq., 

Cambridge 

661-8979 


The 

Committee 

for 

Neighborhood  Initiative 
presents 

«AN  EVENING » 
with 

«  KEVIN  WHITE  » 
july  4th ,  1979 
5p0m  to  8p0m0 

®  Napoleon  Club 
52  piedmont  street 


fashion 

entertainment 
hors  d'oevres 

donation  20o00 


music 


cash  bar 


"tcfni 


GCN  needs  volunteers  on  Friday  nights  to  help  send  the  paper 
out  to  subscribers.  5  p.m.  on  22  Bromfield  Street. 


the  bicycle  exchange 

You  can  spend  $1400. 


for  a  bicycle. 

Angles  74°  parallel 


Reynolds  531  Butted  Tubing 


1 V2  "  Offset  fork  rake 


Ultra  Responsive  I6V2I"  Chainstay 


Campi  1010B  dropouts 


The  Bicycle  Exchange 
3  Bow  St. 

Harvard  Sq.  Cambridge 

9-6  TU, WED, SAT  9-8  TH,  FRI  Closed  Monday 
864-1300:  Sales  &  Service  864-PART:  Parts 


Not  everyone  wants  to  spend 
$1400  for  a  bicycle  but  we  thought 
you'd  like  to  know  what  you  get 
when  you  do.  Holdsworth  frames 
are  hand  built  at  Holdsworthy  by 
dedicated  frame  builders  under 
the  direction  of  a  master  craft¬ 
sman  using  hand  picked  531  but¬ 
ted  tubing.  So  light  it  comes  with 
weights  and  ropes  to  keep  it  on 
the  ground  Add  to  that  a  full 
group  of  “Campi"  (Tullio  Campag- 
nolo:  He  did  for  bicycle  com¬ 
ponents  what  William  Morris  did 
for  print  components.),  a  Brooks 
Professional  saddle,  Super  Cham¬ 
pion  rims,  Regina  free  wheel  and 
chain  and  a  few  other  essentials 
and  you've  got  a  bicycle  capable 
of  winning  the  World  Champion¬ 
ship.  Indeed  the  Holdsworth-Cam- 
pagnolo  team  has  won  the  Title  no 
less  than  six  times.  When  you  buy 
Holdsworth  you  benefit  from  this 
unequaled  success. 

The  Holdsworth  is  just  one  of  the 
truly  fine  bicycles  we  feature  at 
The  Bicycle  Exchange.  Come  in 
and  see  it  and  while  you're  here 
ask  about  our  Motobecanes, 
Raleighs,  Peugots,  Austro- 
Daimlers  and  other  fine  bicycles, 
priced  from  $120-$1400.  At  The 
Bicycle  Exchange  we  have  the 
best  bicycle  in  your  price  range. 
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JUST  FRIENDS 


Just  Friends  is  a  new  section  devoted, 
entirely  to  the  concept  of  simple  human 
contact.  It  you  seek  a  lover  or  a  room¬ 
mate,  this  is  the  wrong  column.  If  you 
want  to  communicate  with  and/or  meet 
other  gays  to  exchange  ideas  or  socialize 
without  the  expectation  of  sexual  gratifi¬ 
cation,  you  may  send  an  ad  in  to  this  sec¬ 
tion  for  just  $3.00  for  up  to  50  words 
(longer  ads,  5«  each  additional  word)  plus 
a  headline  of  no  more  than  25  characters. 
Write  the  ad  copy  on  a  plain  piece  of 
paper  or  use  our  form  if  it  all  fits.  Be  sure 
to  include  your  name,  address  and  phone 
number  for  our  files,  not  necessarily  the 
ad.  You  can  have  a  forwarding  box  for  $3 
for  6  weeks  or  a  pick-up  box  for  $1  for  6 
weeks.  This  section  is  for  both  individ¬ 
uals  and  couples,  not  organizations  or 
groups.  We  hope  men  and  women  will 
seek  friends  of  the  opposite  as  well  as 
the  same  sex.  Any  ad  that  Is  clearly  a 
personal  rather  than  a  friendship  ad  will 
be  returned  for  proper  payment  at  the 
personal  rate. 


From  South  Area.  GBF  33  seeks  friend¬ 
ships  with  other  gay  females,  race  unim- 
portant.  GCN  Box  46. _ (45) 


GM,  24,  applying  for  purser’s  job  in  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine,  interested  in  contacting 
other  men  who  have  worked  or  worked  on 
a  sea  vessel.  Write  Ken  Arkin,  496 
Green  St.,  Cambridge,  MA  02139  (44) 


Are  there  any  lesbian  professional 
women  over  40  who  would  appreciate 
having  someone  with  whom  to  discuss 
mutual  concerns  and  also  general 
interest  issues  in  the  arts,  politics,  etc. 
GCN  Box  34.  _  (46) 


MAYDAY  MAYDAY 

Isn't  anyone  out  there  an  aviator  or  in¬ 
terested  in  flying?  I’ve  been  gay  5  years, 
am  a  pilot,  flight  instructor  and  fly 
airplanes  and  helicopters.  So  far  I’ve 
never  met  another  gay  aviator.  Write  me, 
P.O.  Box  18654,  Ft.  Worth,  TX  76110  or 
call  Ross  (817)  924-2336. _ (43x) 


Mad  anarchist  poet,  29,  living  in  South¬ 
west  New  Hampshire  enjoys  day-hikes  in 
the  mountains,  bicycling,  running,; 
natural  history  of  New  England,  classical 
music,  seeks  friends  to  share  these  ac¬ 
tivities.  Locals  and  Boston-Cambridge 
fugitives  welcome.  GCN  Box  44.  (43  + ) 


GWM  21,  wide  range  of  interests.  Would 
like  to  meet  other  GMs  in  this  area  for 
friendship.  Write  P.O.  Box  683,  N.  Attle¬ 
boro,  MA02761. _ (44) 


Lesbian,  22,  responsible,  compassionate, 
&  lonely,  wants  to  learn  how  to  laugh. 
GCN  Box  42  (Salem  area). _ (44) 


FRIENDS  WANTED 

GWM  30s  wants  to  meet  someone  for 
disco  dancing,  movies  and  eating  out.  Fri 
nights  best  nights  for  me.  Prefer  some¬ 
one  in  South  Shore  or  Boston.  Pis  write 
P.O.  Box  81,  Weymouth,  MA  02188.  (45) 


PERSONALS 


MOUSIE  MOUSIE  WILDFLOWER 
What  a  monumental  time  we  had 
Finding  whatever  we  needed 
As  if  some  magic  power 
Our  slightest  whims  had  heeded. 
Champagne  for  breakfast 
Your  smile  on  my  world  for  lunch  . . . 
I  love  you.  All  my  love,  Porcupine 


UNO  UNO  UNO 

Is  the  silence  from  lack  of  time,  sickness, 
busyness  or  you  forgot  the  address.  Get- 
ting  very  itchy  to  see  you. 


ROBERT  S.,  TORONTO 
No  reunion  this  spring????  Are  you  all 
right???? 


NORTH  JERSEY— NYC  AREA 
Long  haired  GWM,  43,  6',  160,  seeks  love 
relationship  with  younger  man  (18-35). 
Long  hair  a  plus.  S&M,  heavy  drugs  a  def- 
inite  minus.  GCN  Box  49. _ (44x) 


I  want  to  perform  on  both  ends  and  send 
M  &  F  into  ecstasy.  Perhaps  we  should 
meet  first  over  coffee.  Tell  me  where. 
Preferably  Brockton  area.  GCN  Box  50. 

(44) 


GWF,  professional,  mid-40s,  ex-nun, 
healthy  optimist  seeks  same  or  com¬ 
patible  to  mid  50s— education  &  discre¬ 
tion  a  must.  S.E.  Mass.  GCN  Box  47. 

(45) 


GWM  49  spiritualist  chubby  6  ft  seeks 
honest  loving  nonviolent  gay  Christian 
brother  as  life  partner.  Write  fully  with 
photo  &  phone.  I  own  interest  in  apt  bldg. 
Not  rich,  only  cheaper  rent.  Robert,  Box 
5992,  KC,  MO  641 11. _ (46) 


Attractive  38  yr  old  GWF,  sensitive,  yet 
easygoing,  who  values  sincerity  and  com¬ 
munication  seeks  feminine  appearing 
woman  30-40  to  share  the  simple  things 
in  life;  walks  along  the  beach,  the  sounds 
of  rain,  quiet  evenings  by  the  fire,  good 
times  with  friends.  Possible  long-term  re¬ 
lationship.  Box  113,  Nonantum  Branch, 
Boston,  MA  02195. _ J45) 


TED,  MIAMI 

Happy  Birthday.  Chris _ (44) 


Sweetheart,  the  summer  has  hardly 
begun  and  I  miss  you  so  much  already.  I 
love  you,  PTW. _ _ _  (44) 


POOH-POOH  LOVES  POOH-POOH 
4  yrs  in  May,  5  yrs  in  July.  I  love  you  more 
than  ever.  Tu  es  ma  vie  et  mon  esprit.  "A 
Time  For  Us”  will  be  here  soon.  Love  for¬ 
ever.  POUFI.  (44) 


Writer  doing  article  on  Gay  people  at  Har- 
vard/Radcliffe  over  the  past  fifty  years..' 
Anyone  with  info  or  experiences,  write- 
Eric  Rofes,  45  Garden  St.  #6,  Boston,  MA 
02114.  ' 


GCN  needs  file  cabinets  for  3x5  cards. 
Call  Mike  at  426-4469,  if  you  know  where 
we  can  get  some  for  free  or  cheap. 


Fabulous  new  porcelain  dinnerware, » 
handmade.  Serv  ice  for  6  +  starts  at  $400. 
At  Clay  Dragon,  26  Otis  St.  near  Lech- 
mere,  Camb.  above  the  Plantery. _ (44) 


CROSS  USA  TRAVEL  PLANS? 

Open  growing  senstive  attr  GWM  ended 
grad  schQMl—  plans  x-USA  trip,  seeks 
others  2  discuss  idea  perhaps  co-travel, 
shar  dri,  exp,  ?ever.  Open  schedule.  David 
(617)  868-1546  (B4  10pm  pise). _ (44) 


WELCOME  HOME  BRUCE  BELL 
What  a  battle.  I  missed  you  greatly  but 
most  of  all  I’m  glad  you’re  back  home. 
Love,  George.  PS,  no  more  being  ill  for  at 
least  twenty  years,  right? _ (44) 


I’m  getting  what  sounds  like  form  letters 
and  I’d  like  to  compare  notes  with  anyone 
else  corresponding  with  any  prisoners  in 
Lucasville,  Ohio.  Please  call  Dave  at 
661-6975  during  the  day. _ (45) 

(STILL)  LOOKING  FOR  A  COMPUTER 
We've  had  several  good  responses  to  our 
‘reliable  computer'  ad  for  the  conversion 
of  the  GCN  subscription  dept.  We’re  not 
looking  for  a  freebie,  rather  for  a  machine 
that  is  competitively  priced.  Tape  drives 
no  longer  seem  a  must,  although  access 
safeguards  are.  If  you’re  unsure  if  you 
can  help,  call  anyway.  Bruce  McLay  (w) 
661-1444,  (h)  427-2778. 


Very  warm  &  affectionate  GWF  30,  Into 
enjoying  life,  disco  dancing  &  creating  a 
super  “natural  high”  in  loving  relation¬ 
ship  with  someone  who  loves  being  a 
woman!  I  really  love  to  love.  Please  re- 
spond  sensuously  to  GCN  Box  39  (48) 


If  you  wish  to  respond  to  a  box  number  in 
any  of  our  ads,  send  to  GCN  Classifieds, 

Box _ ,  22  Bromfleld  St.,  Boston,  MA 

02108. 


SERVICES 


Insurance  Needs  &  Money  Management 
ROBERT  A.  MAIBOR 
Certified  Public  Accountant 

237-4900  &  963-3464  (30) 


LESBIAN  COUPLES 

Established  lesbian  couples  with  a  few 
troublesome  problems?  Jill  Stewart,  Les¬ 
bian  Feminist  Counselor;  first  session 
free.  247-2267. _ (49) 

NH  GAY  COUNSELING 
Growth  and  crisis  —  men  and  women. 

Individual,  couple  and  family. 

Lyn  Foley,  Judy  Sigler,  both  MSW,  ACSW 
By  app’t  only.  (603)  224-5600.  Concord. 

HEARING-IMPAIRED  GAY  ALCOHOLICS 
The  Homophile  Alcohol  Treatment  Serv¬ 
ice  is  currently  seeking  new  clients  for 
the  Deaf  Alcoholic  Program:  Call 
426-5208  or  426-5229  or  write  H.A.T.S. 
Deaf  Program,  80  Boyiston  St.,  Boston, 
MA  02116.  


FOR  SALE 


Special  Edition  —  Feminist  Introspec¬ 
tions  —  fine  quality  artist  prints: 
Brochure.  Send  SASE:  Polymnia,  P.O. 
Box  2612G,  So.  Portland,  ME  04106. 

Sf»?) 


“SUPPORT  LESBIAN  MOTHERS” 
T-shirts  w/graphic,  s/m/l/xl.  $6  ea.  Purple, 
black,  gold,  scarlet,  maroon  &  other  as¬ 
sorted  colors.  More  info,  or  orders,  write 
to  Prairie  CALF,  802  W.  Illinois  #1, 
Urbana,  IL  61801. _ (51) 


Goodlooking  GWM,  23,  5 '7',  slim,  tight 
build,  dark  hair,  trim  beard,  nice  eyes, 
quiet,  fun,  introspective,  enthusiastic,  & 
serious  seeks  a  warm  &  meaningful  rela¬ 
tionship  with  a  man,  20-35,  who  is  looking 
for  the  same.  I  enjoy  good  film,  art, 
music,  theatre,  outdoors,  psychology, 
massage,  wrestling,  dancing  &  stimu¬ 
lating  conversation.  I  am  fairly  new  to  sex 
and  would  like  to  learn  with  a  handsome 
&  well-muscled  man  in  the  context  of  a 
caring  &  growing  friendship.  Please  re- 
spond  to  GCN  Box  41 .  Thanks. _ (44) 


PETER  FROM  LONDONDERRY 
Enjoyed  our  conversation  at  the 
“Morgue"  4-21.  Would  like  to  get  to  know 
you  better  and  hope  to  hear  from  you, 
when  you’re  down  this  way.  Ron  from 
Acton.  _ _ _ (44) 


GWM,  30,  looking  for  GM  for  sex.  Inter¬ 
ested  in  everything.  Have  own  apt.  Be-! 
tween  ages  of  21-35.  Please  call  262-6632. 

(44V 

WM,  28,  seeks  black  man  18-30  in  tne 
Boston  area  for  companionship  and 
hopefully  more.  Interested  in  a  sincere 
friend/relationship.  I’m  5 '6',  137  lbs, 
have  blond  hair  and  blue 

eyes  and  am  a  goodlooking,  clean-cut 
nice  guy.  GCN  Box  43. _ (47) 


Bi  married  prof  M  52  keen  creative  mind  & 
big  heart  seeks  warm  on-going  relation¬ 
ship  when  convenient.  Protectively  dis- 
creet.  Box  1988,  Boston  02105. _ (43) 


MASS.-#  AY 

COUNSELING  ASSOCIATES 

INDIVIDUALS.  COUPLES 
AND  GROUP  COUNSELING 

Newtan  Comer,  Mast,  (off  the  Pika) 
(617)  965-1311  foroppt. 


NORTH  SHORE  COUNSELING 
Individual  and  couple  psychotherapy  and 
referral.  For  lesbian  women  and  gay  men. 
Contact  Shirley  R.  Johnson,  M.Ed.  (617) 
598-5549,  Nahant,  M A,  after  6.  (44) 

Landscape  and  gardening,  experienced 
in  all  types  of  landscape  work.  Phone, Bob 
Toscano  (617)267-6188.  _ .  (40) 

C  &  B  BUILDING 

Carpentry,  renovations,  repairs  &  paint¬ 
ing.  Interior  &  exterior.  Free  estimates, 
Mark  445-6676;  Jim  524-2152. _ (ex) 


RESORTS 


Maine:  summer  rooms  for  women 
Islands/harbor  views.  Weekly  $100. 
Reservations;  (617)  876-6712.  (44) 

COME  TO  PROVINCETOWN 

Find  out  why  so  many  guys  visit  Pro- 
vincetown  at  this  time  of  year.  Carl’s 
Guest  House,  68  Bradford  St.,  Province- 
town,  M  A  487-1650  (c) 


FAST  AND  CHEAP  B/W  35MM 
Portrait  of  an  artist  or  yr  mother  or  yr 
nearest  for  yr  dearest.  Call  photographer 
Marge  Chaset  (617)  492-5306.  Also  non- 
traditional  weddings  or  contractual  ar-' 
rangements. _ (47), 


ROOMMATES 


31,  6',  175  lb,  blond  w/drk  beard  —  avrg 
looks  —  computer  professional  —  de¬ 
sires  initimate  life  in  very  small  group  of 
men  and  women  dedicated  to  group  —  if- 
aged  24  to  38  approx,  warm,  professional, 
bisexual,  single  or  group  write  to  GCN 
Box  40. _ (46) 


PAINTING  AND  ROOFING 
Experienced  painter  and  roofer 
Reasonable  rates,  free  estimates 

_  Call  Eisha  445-6676.  (44). 

COUNSELING 

Individual  and  Couple  Psychotherapy 
For  Men  and  Women.  Sliding  Scale. 
For  appointment,  call  (617)  547-5058 
Jim  Fishman,  MSW 


GAY  PLUMBER-SMALL  JOBS 
Plumbing— light,  gasfitting— gas  appli¬ 
ances  installed  &  repaired,  gas  heating. 
MIKE 445-7310,  eves. _ (44) 


HARD-WORKING  &  DEPENDABLE 
Student  will  clean  your  house.  Refer- 
ences  available.  Call  Jil  at  426-4469.  (44) 


WOMEN'S  SUBURBAN 
PSYCHOTHERAPY  SERVICES 

INDIVIDUAL  AND  COUPLE. 
PSYCHOTHERAPY  AND  REFERRAL, 
for  wmim,  tktir  hinds,  md  fmmtUss. 

(617)861-1124  Lexington,  Mast. 


MOVERS 


THE  JIM  CLARK  MOVING  CO. 
Ucensed-lnsured-Professional 
24  hrsJday— 7  days/wk.— No  O.T.  charges 
Local  Jobs  —  Local  Rates  354-2184 


MISCELLANEOUS 


A  GAY  COUNTRY  SUMMER 
Sm  cabin  in  very  secluded  woods,  no 
electricity,  outhouse,  available  for 
summer  in  exchange  for  garden  &  home¬ 
stead  chores.  N.  Central,  MA,  gay 
neighbors.  (617)  249-4643,  5-9  pm.44) 


Share  10  room  home  steps  from  tho 
ocean.  Have  two  private  rooms,  use  of 
four  comm  rms  —  parking,  good  trans. 
Lynn/Swampscott  line.  (617)  592-6494. 

 (42) 


3  DYKES  SEEK  FOURTH  FOR  LG 
Somerville  apt  near  Davis  Sq.  Rent  $90+ . 
No  pets,  no  NUKES.  By  day  call  426-4469 
for  Jil  or  547-2302  for  Korey.  Leave 
number. 

ROOMMATE  WANTED 
Male  roommate  wanted  to  share  luxury  3 
bdrm  3  bath  tnhse  in  Waltham.  Car  a 
must,  seeking  profess,  person.  GCN  Box, 
48. _ (46) 

3  men  seek  4th  for  spacious  &  sunny; 
Somerville  apt.  Near  MBTA,  $87.50  +  util. ' 
+  groceries.  Non-smoker,  please. 
776-6377,  eves.  Keep  trying. _ (vtr) 


Summer  sublet,  GF,  to  share  sunny 
house  with  other  GF,  105  + ,  near  bus, 
tennis,  baseball,  bsktball  courts.  N. 
Camb.,  non-smoker  pref.  Call  491-0758. 

(44) 


JOBS  WANTED 


Journalist/Public  Relations  specialist/ 
Community  organizer  seeks  job  in  a  liv¬ 
able  large  city  where  I  can  help  produce  a 
gay  radio  series.  John  Zeh,  131  Mason 
St„Cintl.QH  45219. _ (45?) 

WORKING  EXECUTIVE  CHEF 
23  yrs  exp,  exl  refs,  new  to  Boston.  Seeks 
perm  take-charge  position  w/sm  to  med, 
quality  operation,  either  seasonal  or  yr 
round.  GCN  Box  45. _ (44) 

EXPERIENCED  WAITER 
Looking  for  job  in  better-class  restaurant, 
preferably  nights,  Good  references.  Call 
Mark  during  day  at  426-6025.  (45) 


APARTMENTS 


SHAWMUT  STATION  DORCHESTER 
2  mellow  people  sought  to  share  Irg  apt- 
w/m  and  2  dogs.  Yr  share  $150.00  incl. 
heat,  and  you  have  1  fir,  5  rms,  share  Ige 
kitchen.  Call  Thom  6-7am  or  9-11pm. 
282-9348.  J44) 


CLASSIFIEDS 


Classified  Ad  deadline  is  Tuesday  noon  (prior  to  Sun¬ 
day  publication). 

All  ads  must  be  paid  in  advance.  No  ads  accepted  by 
phone.  Make  check  or  money  order  payable  to  Gay 
Community  News,  22  Bromfield  St.,  Boston,  Mass. 
02108. 

Since  we  are  distributed  nationwide,  please  include  your 
area  code  if  your  ad  includes  a  telephone  number. 

Non-business:  $3.00  per  week  for  4  lines  (35  characters 
per  line);  each  additional  line  25  cents.  Headlines 
are  50  cents  per  week  for  25  characters. 

Business  (if  you  charge  money  for  a  service,  you  are  a 
business):  $4.00  per  week  for  4  lines  (35  characters 
per  line)  and  50  cents  for  each  additional  line.  Head¬ 
lines  are  $1.00  for  25  characters. 

If  you  wish  to  pick  up  your  mail  at  the  GCN  office: 
Our  hours  are  10  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  Monday  through 
Friday. 

There  is  a  charge  of  $1.00  for  a  phone  number  included 
in  a  Personal  ad. 

Box  numbers  are  available  at  $1.00  for  6  weeks  if  you 
pick  up  your  mail.  If,  however,  you  wish  your  mail 
forwarded,  the  rate  is  $3.00  for  6  weeks.  Mail  is 
forwarded  at  the  end  of  the  3rd  and  6th  weeks.  If 
you  want  mail  forwarded  for  a  3  month  period  a 
$5.00  charge  will  be  made  for  the  additional  time. 


Number  of  weeks  ad  is  to  run . 


Please  circle  one  of  the  following  ad  categories: 


Roxbury  Crossing  4  rm  apt  $150/mo,  heat 
Incl.  Near  Downtown  bus.  Call  427-6350. 

(£!> 


APARTMENTS 
JOBS  OFFERED 
JUST  FRIENDS 
MOVERS 
PERSONALS 
REAL  ESTATE 
ROOMMATES 
Headlines _ _ 


FOR  SALE 

JOB  OPPORTUNITIES 
LOST  &  FOUND 
ORGANIZATIONS 
PRISONERS 
RESORTS 
SERVICES 


First  4  lines_ 


_at  $_ 
_at  $_ 


_per  wk. 


_per  wk. 


Each  additional  line  at  $_ 


_per  wk. 


Pick-Up  Box  No.  at  $1 .00/6  weeks 
Forward  Box  No.  at  $3.00/6  weeks 
Phone  Number  in  Personals  at  $1 .00 
3  months  forwarding  at  $5.00 


INSTRUCTION 
JOBS  WANTED 
MISCELL. 
PENPALS 
PUBLICATIONS 
RIDES 
WANTED 

$ _ 

$ _ 

$ _ 

$ _ 

$ _ 

$ _ 

$ _ 


6  rm  apt  for  rent,  gay  3  family  bldg. 
Meeting  House  Hill  area  Dorchester. 
Near  transportation  and  shopping.  $190 
un heated.  Call  288-0360.  (45) 


JOB  OPPORTUNITIES 


$  EARN  WHAT  YOU  ARE  WORTH  $ 

1)  Are  you  willing  to  work  for  it?  2)  Do  you 
like  making  money?  Do  you  like  being 
your  own  boss?  Respond  2  Box  2,  17 
Marlon  Rd.,  Arlington  02174. _ (44) 


NYC  business  opportunity.  Low  $  Carp / 
Refinish/Design  Shop  seeks  co-user. 
W'slde,  Dntn.,  Beaut.  Loc,  for  Gay  self- 
starter.  Please  write  GCN  Box  51.  (49) 


Bartender  &  doorperson  for  private  party 
June  16.  Must  have  neat  appearance. 
Knowledge  of  basic  bar  drinks  nec.  Door- 
person  will  check  invitations  &  admit 
guests.  5  hrs  work,  gd  pay.  Call  5366467 
after  6. _ _ (44) 


TOTAL  ENCLOSED . $_ 

Please  Print  Neatly 


Name 


City 


State 


Address 


Zip 


Phone 


Signature  _ 

Account  No. 


Expiration  Date 


□  VISA 

□  MASTER  CHARGE 


i 


ORGANIZATIONS 


MAY  CLEARSPACE  EVENTS 
26  “Our  Minds  &  Bodies”  Wkshp  4-6 

30  Women's  Concern  7pm 
Legal  Issues  for  Lesbians  8pm 

31  Drop-In  Center  8-1 1pm 
31  ELECTION  NITE  7:30pm 

JUNE 

2  Minds  &  Bodies  Wkshp  4-6pm 
4  Drop-In  Center  1-4pm 
4  Coming  Out  Intro  7pm 
4  Batik  Workshop  8-10:15pm 

6  Steering  Committee  Mtg  7:30pm 

7  Education  Committee  Mtg  8pm 

8  Men's  Dance  BYOB  $1  9pm 

9  Minds  &  Bodies  Wkshp  4-6pm 

9  ’50s  DANCE  for  WOMEN  $1  BYOB 
9pm 

9  Men’s  Bike  Ride  &  Picnic  10am 
’  Beaverbrook  Park,  Waltham 

10  Nantasket  Boat  Ride  $5  M&W  10am 

11  Coming  Out  Intro  7pm 

13  Fundraising  Meeting  7:30pm 
16  Minds  &  Bodies  Wkshp  4-6pm 

If  you  wish  to  call  or  visit  the  Center, 
Staffers  will  be  on  duty  weeknights  in 
June  from  8-11  except  Thursdays.  Open 
Monday  afternoons  June  4  &  18  from  1-4. 

The  next  Staffers  Training  Program  will 
begin  the  weekend  of  June  8.  ClearSpace 
is  accepting  applications  for  this  work¬ 
shop  up  until  June  6. 

CLEARSPACE  (617)  876-0215 
485  Mass.  Ave.,  Cambridoe  MA  02139 
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NGTF  NEEDS  YOU 
Join  with  the  largest,  fastest  growing  gay 
civil  rights  group  in  the  country!  The  Na¬ 
tional  Gay  Task  Force  works  with  a  pro¬ 
fessional  staff  on  media  representation, 
national  legislation,  Information  clearing¬ 
house,  religious  reforms,  corporate  non¬ 
discrimination  statements,  more!  Help 
support  our  work  —  join  now.  $20  mem¬ 
bership  ($5  limited  income)  includes 
Newsletter.  NGTF,  80  Fifth  Ave.  Rm.  1601 
New  York,  NY  10011. 

GAY  TENNIS  ANYONE? 

GRAC  needs  you.  If  you  are  GM,  GF, 
ABCD  . . .  XYZ,  but  .especially  I  (Inter¬ 
ested)  in  helping  to  co-ordinate  or  teach 
tennis  to  kindred  spirits,  please  contact 
GRAC,  GCN  Box  8000,  22  Bromfield  St., 
Boston,  MA  02108. _ (44) 

Reston  Gay  Rap  Group  meets  twice  a 
month,  1st  Friday,  3rd  Tuesday  each 
month.  Get  it  all  together!  Browns 
Chapel,  Rte.  606,  Reston,  VA  22090. 

_ _  (VII/23) 

NH  LAMBDA 

Box  1043— Concord,  NH  03301.  332-4440, 
889-1416, 224-3785,  399-4927.  A  statewide 
lesbian  organization,  meeting  the  third 
Saturday  of  every  month.  Support,  educa- 
tlon  and  political  action,  since  1976. 


BOSTON  GAY  CATHOLICS 
Dignity/Boston  sponsors  EXODUS  MASS, 
a  liturgy  for  gay  and  concerned  Catholics, 
every  Sunday  at  Arlington  Street  Church 
(Boston),  Boylston  St.  entrance,  at  5:30 
p.m.  For  info,  contact  Dignity/Boston,  355 
Boylston  St.,  Boston,  MA  02114.  Tel. 
536-6518. _  (7-10) 


PUBLICATIONS 


FOCUS 

Focus:  a  bi-monthly  journal  for  lesbians. 
$8.00  per  year,  $1.35  per  individual  copy. 
1151  Mass.  Ave.,  Cambridge,  MA  02138. 
Publishes  fiction,  poetry,  reviews, 
essays,  graphics.  Editorial  meetings  first 
Monday  of  every  other  month  (Apr,  June, 
etc.)  at  8  p.m.  Call  259-0063  for  info.  We 
need  writers  and  production  people.  A 
good  place  to  learn  how  to  put  a  maga¬ 
zine  together. 

HOMOSEXUAL  SEPARATISM 
An  anthology  of  articles  published  on 
this  subject  by  Homosexuals  Intransi¬ 
gent  is  now  available.  For  your  copy 
send  $1.00  to  Walter  J.  Phillips,  135 
Christopher  Street,  New  York,  NY  10014. 

(43) 


BOSTON  BAR  GUIDE 


BOSTON  EAGLE 

88  Queensberry  St.  247-9586 
Leather,  Men. 

THE  BAR 

252  Boylston  St.  247-9308 
Disco  Dancing,  Mostly  Men. 

CHAPS 

27  Huntington  Ave.  266-7778 
Men. 

DARTS 

271  Dartmouth  St.  536-6560 
Dancing,  Mostly  Men. 

DELIVERY  ENTRANCE 

At  The  House  Restaurant. 

12  Wilton  St.,  Allston  783-5701 
Men  &  Women. 

Guest  house  facilities. 


HARRY’S  PLACE 

45  Essex  St.  338-8816 
Dancing,  Men. 

HERBIE’S  RAMROD  ROOM 

1254  Boylston  St.  247-0989 
Leather,  Men. 

JACQUES 

79  Broadway  338-9066 
Mixed.  Dancing. 

NAPOLEON  CLUB 

52  Piedmont  St.  338-7547 
Men.  Dancing  Fri.,  Sat.,  Sun. 

PARADISE 

180  Mass.  Ave.,  Cambridge 
Talking,  Mostly  Men,  864-4130 

PLAYLAND 

21  Essex  St.  338-7254 
Men  (Some  Women). 


119  MERRIMAC 

119  Merrimac  St.  523-8960 
Dancing,  Men. 

SAINTS 

(Call  354-8807)  Women. 

SOMEWHERE 

295  Franklin  St.  423-7730 

Disco  Dancing,  Mixed,  Sunday  Brunch 

12-2PM. 

SPORTER’S  CAFE 

228  Cambridge  St. 

Food,  Men. 

TOGETHER 

110  Boylston  St.  426-0086 
Disco  Dancing,  Mixed. 

1270 

1270  Boylston  St.  261-1257 
Disco  Dancing,  Mixed  (Mostly  Men). 


'Quick  Gay  Guide 


BOSTON  AREA  (Area  Code  617) 

Access  (Cambridge  Hotline)  661-3900 

..Amljlkva,  P.O.  Box  11,  Cambridge, 

MA  02138  524-1890,353-1821 

BU  Gays,  c/o  Program  Resources  Office 
George  Herman  Union,  Boston  University. 
Cambridge  Gay  Political  Caucus, 

P.O.  Box  218,  E.  Cambridge  02141  491-0968 

Cambridge  Women’s  Center  354-8807 

Chlltem  Mountain  Club  227-6167 

Civil  Liberties  Union  of  Mass.  742-8020 

CLEARSPACE:  a  community  center  for  lesbian 
women  and  gay  men. 

485  Mass.  Av.  Cambridge  876-0215 

Closet  Space  WCAS  (740  AM) 

380  Green  St.,  Cambridge  02139  492-6450 

Committee  for  Gay  Youth,  GCN  Box 
10GY,  22  Bromfield  St.  02108 
Daughters  of  Bllitis,  1151  Mass.  Ave., 

Cambridge  02138  661-3633 

Dignity,  355  Boylston  St.,  Boston  02114  536-6518 

Esplanade  661-6976 

Evangelicals  Concerned  894-3970 

Fag  Rag  661-7534 

Fenway  Community  Health  Center  267-7573 

Friends  (Quaker)  for  Lesbian  and 
Gay  Concerns  776-6377 

Gay  Academic  Union  of  New  England, 

P.O.  Box  212,  Boston  02101  661-6500 

Gay  Alcoholics  Anonymous  426-9444 

Gay  AlAnon  (alcoholics)  843-5300 

Qay  AlAnon,  Greater  Boston  471-6884 

Gay  Business  Assn,  Suite  129, 

102  Charles  St.,  Boston  021 14  247-3431 

Gay  Community  News  426-4469 

Gay  Hotline  (612pm,  Mon.-Fri.)  4269371 

Gay  Legislation  (Mass.  Caucus), 

P.O.  Box  8841,  J.F.K.  Sta.,  Boston  02117 
73TremontSt.,  Rm.  224  742-4811 

Sfcy/Lesblan  Concern  Group  of  Boston  College, 
P.O.  Box  LI 99,  Chestnut  Hill,  MA  02167  661-4059 
Gay  Nurses’  Alllance-East,  P.O.  Box  530, 

Back  Bay  Annex,  Boston  02117 
Gay  Parents  Custody  and  Visitation 
Center  3563157  or  3563169 

Gay  People’s  Group,  UMass/Boston 
(Harbor  Campus),  Bldg  1,  4th  floor,  Rm  179 

287-1900  (x21 69) 

Gay  Professional  Women’s  Assn., 

Box  308,  Boston  U  Sta.,  Boston  02215 
Gay  Recreational  Activities  Committee 
(GRAC),  C/O  GCN  Box  8000  4269371 

Gay  Speakers  Bureau,  P.O.  Box  2232, 

Boston  02107  354-0133 

Gay  Way  Radio  (WBUR,  90.9FM)  3562790 

Gender  Identity  Service  864-8181 

GLAD  (Gay  and  Lesbian  Advocates 
and  Defenders,  2  Park  Sq.  4261 350 

Glad  Day  Book  Shop,  22  Bromfield  542-0144 

Good  Gay  Poets  445-8550 

Harvard-Radcliffe  Gay  Student  Assn.  498-6967 

Homophile  Community  Health  Service  542-5188 

Integrity,  P.O.  Box  2582,  Boston  02208  262-3057 

Janus  Counseling  for  Lesbians, 

21  Bay  St.,  Cambridge  661-2537 

Lambda  of  Middlesex,  P.O.  Box  1165, 

Framingham  01701.  Nites  &  429-6593 

weekends  964-3342 

Lesbian  and  Gay  Parents  Project  492-2655 

Lesbian  Liberation,  c/o  Women’s  Center  354-8807 

Lesbian  Mothers,  c/o  Women’s  Center, 

46  Pleasant  St.,  Cambridge 
(Meets  Thurs.,  8pm)  354-8807 

Lutherans  Concerned  for  Gay  People  5363788 

Robin  MacCormack,  Mayor’s  Office  725-4009 

Masssachusetts  Feminist  Federal  Credit 
Union,  186Vi  Hampshire  St.,  * 

Cambridge  661-0450 

Metropolitan  Community  Church  5267664 

MIT  Gays,  Rm.  56306  253-5440 

National  Lawyers  Guild,  595  Mass.  Ave., 
Cambridge  02139  661-8898,661-6358 

National  Organization  forWomen  661-6015 

99  Bishop  Allen  Dr.,  Cambridge  02139 
New  Words,  186  Hampshire,  Cambridge 
02139  8765310 

Northeastern  Gay  Student  Org.,  c/o  Student 
Activities  Office,  255  Ell  Ctr. 

Older  and  Other  Gays,  c/o  GCN,  Box  1500, 

22  Bromfield  St.,  Boston  02108 
Outreach  Institute 

Kenmore  Sta.  Box  368  021 1 5  277-3454 

Parents  of  Gays  542-51 88  (days) 

4269371  (nights) 

Project  Place  267-9150 

Red  Bookstore,  136  River  St.,  Cambridge  491-6930 
Sexual  Health  Centers  of  N.E.,  Inc., 

739  Boylston  St.,  Boston  021 16  266-3444 

Fr.  Paul  Shanley  (Exodus  Center)  333-0146 

Tapestry  Counseling  Inc., 

20  Sacramento  St.,  Cambridge.  661-0248 


Tufts  Gay  Community,  c/o  Student 
Activities  Office,  Medford  02155 
Tufts  Women's  Center  628-5000  x793 

Unitarian  Universalists  Office  of  Gay  CorK 
cerns,  25  Beacon  St.,  Boston  02108  742-2100 

Women’s  Alcoholism  Program,  1348 
Cambridge  St.,  Cambridge  02139  661-1316 

Women’s  Community  Health  Center, 

639  Mass.  Ave.,  Cambridge  547-2302 

WESTERN  MASS.  (Area  Code  413) 

Berkshire  County  Gay  Coalition, 

P.O.  Box  1562,  Pittsfield  01201  447-7818 

Common  Woman  Club,  78  Masonic  St., 

Northampton  01060  584-4580 

Dignity/Springfield,  P.O.  Box  1604 
Springfield  01101 

Everywomen’s  Center,  Amherst  545-0883 

Gay  Women's  Caucus,  Amherst  545-3438 

Help  Line  664-6391,664-6392 

Lesbian  Union,  9th  floor,  Campus  Center, 

UMass,  Amherst  01003 
People’s  Gay  Alliance,  RSO  368  Student 
Union,  UMass,  Amherst,  01002  545-0154 

Southwest  Women’s  Center  545-0626 

Together,  Box  427,  Forest  Park  Sta., 

Springfield  01108 

Valley  Women’s  Center,  Northampton  586-201 1 

EASTERN  MASS.  (Area  Code  61 7) 

Christian  Community  Church, 

112  Emerson,  St.,  Haverhill  01830  363-2286 

Dignity  Merrimack  Valley 
P.O.  Box  348,  Lowell  08853  851-6711 

Everywoman’s  Center,  Box  949,  14  Center 
St.,  Provincetown  02657  (4-6pm) 

Gay  People  in  Medicine, 

23  Dover  St.,  Worcester  756-9385 

Lesbian  Support  Group,  Mercy  Otis  Warren 
Women’s  Center,  298  Main  St.,  Hyannis 
02601  771-6739 

Martha’s  Vineyard  Gay  Group  627-8097 

Montachusett  Gay  Alliance, 

P.O.  Box  262,  Fitchburg  01420  537-5780 

New  Bedford  Women’s  Clinic  999-1570 

North  Shore  Gay  Alliance 
Box  806,  Marblehead  927-2605 

Origins,  Inc.,  A  Women’s  Center 
1 69  Boston  St.,  Salem  01 970  745-5873 

Provincetown  24-Hour  Drop-in  Center  487-0387 

Salem  State  Gay  Task  Force 
Salem  St.  College,  Salem  01970 

745-0556  (ext.  209) 
'Survival  Crisis  Line  471-7100 

RHODE  ISLAND  (Area  Code  401) 

Brown  University  Gay  Students  Assn.,  305  Faunce 
House,  Waterman  Ave!,  Providence  02912 
Office  hours:  Noon-1  pm  weekdays  863-3062 

Dignity/Providence  941-9013 

Box  2231,  Pawtucket  02861 
Gay  Help  Line  751-3322 

Gay  Community  Services  of  R.I., 

44  Washington  St., 

Providence  02903  751-3322 

Gay  Women  of  Brown,  c/o  Sarah  Doyle, 

Women's  Center,  186  Meeting  St., 

Providence,  02912  863-2189 

Lesbian  Feminist  Union,  Sarah  Doyle  Center 
Box  1829  Brown  Sta., 

Providence  02912  863-2189 

MCC/Providence,  134  Matthewson  St.  272-9247 
MCC  Innovative  Ministry  (terminally  ill, 
aged  and  handicapped),  Rev.  Michael 
Nordstrom  272-8482 

Providence  Gay  Group  of  AA  333-1396 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE  (Area  Code  603) 

Central  N.H.  Men’s  Support  Group 
31  Union  St.,  Concord  03301  224-7027 

Dartmouth  Gay  Students’  Assoc. 

Hinman  Box  5057,  Hanover  03755 
Full  Circle,  monthly  feminist  news 
journal,  P.O.  Box  235,  Contoocook,  NH  03229 
Nashua  Area  Gays,  P.O.Box  3472, 

Nashua  03061  Dave  883-4337 

Lesbian  Feminist  Collective, 

Box  47,  Penacook 

NH  Lambda,  Box  1043,  Concord  03301 
Concord  224-3785;  E.  Rochester  332-4440; 

Keene  399-4927;  Nashua  889-1416. 

VERMONT  (Area  Code  802) 

Gay  Hotline,  U  of  VT  656-4173 

Gay  Student  Union,  U  of  VT, 

Burlington  05401,  M-F,  7-9pm  656-4173 

Southern  Vermont  Women’s  Health  Center, 

187  N.  Main  St.,  Rutland,  05701  775-1946 

Southern  Vermont  Lesbians/Gay  Men’s 
Coalition,  21  Eliot  St.,  Brattleboro  254-8176 

Women's  Center,  182  Main  St.,  Burlington  863-1236 


MAINE  (Area  Code  207) 

Mainely  Gay,  P.O.  Box  4542, 

Portland  04112 

Wilde-Stein  Club,  c/o  Memorial  Union, 

U.  of  Maine.  Orono  04473 

CONNECTICUT  (Area  Code  203) 

Conn.  Gay  Task  Force,  P.O.  Box  1139, 

New  Haven  06505  436-8945 

Dignity/Fairfield  County, 

P.O.Box  348,  Belden  Sta.  Norwalk,  06850“ 
Dignity/Hartford,  P.O.  Box  72,  Hartford 
06141  233-8325 

Dignity/New  Haven,  P.O.  Box  3712, 

Amity  Sta.,  New  Haven  06525  436-8945 

Eros,  Gay  Students  at  Trinity  College 
c/o  Chaplain's  Office,  Hartford  06106 

527-3151 

Gay  Alcoholics  Anonymous,  information 
(Danbury,  Hartford,  New  Haven, 

Waterbury,  Westport,  etc.)  775-6015 

Gay  Alcoholics  Anonymous,  Hartford  522-2646 

Gay  Alcoholics  Anonymous, 

New  Haven  (evenings)  777-8979 

Gay  Alliance,  East.  Conn.,  37  Otrobando 
Ave.,  Norwich  06360  889-7530 

Gay  Alliance,  New  Haven  (  =  Gay  Alliance 
at  Yale),  P.O.  Box  2031,  Yale  Sta.,  New 
Haven  06520  436-8945 

Gay  Alliance,  UConn,  Box  U-8,  Storrs 

06268  486-2273 

Gay  Alliance,  Wesleyan,  c/o  Women’s  Center, 

Box  WW,  Wesleyan  Sta.,  Middletown 
06457  347-9411 

Gay  and  Lesbian  Alliance, 

So.  Conn.  St.  College, 

386  Sherman  Ave.,  New  Haven  0651 1  865-2802 

Gay  Community,  Conn.  College 
P.O.  Box  1295,  New  London  06320 
Gay  Switchboard,  Hartford,  M-F  11-2  pm, 

6-11  pm,  P.O.  Box  514,  Hartford  06101  522-5575 

Gay  Switchboard,  New  Haven,  M-F  8-11  pm, 

P.O.  Box  2031,  Yale  Station, 

New  Haven  06520  436-8945 

Gay  Women’s  Collective,  c/o  Women’s  Center, 
Box  U-1 18,  UConn,  Storrs  06268  486-4738 

George  W.  Henry  Foundation  (counseling), 

45  Church  St.,  Hartford  06103  522-2646 

Heartroots  Feminist  Therapy  Collective, 

214  Laurel  St.,  Hartford  06105  522-2763, 747-5451 
Institute  of  Social  Ethics/Gay  National 
Archives,  One  Gold  St.,  Suite  22-BC, 

Hartford  06103  547-1281 

Integrity/Hartford,  P.O.  Box  3681, 

Central  Sta.,  Hartford  06103  522-2646 

Integrity/New  Haven,  P.O.  Box  1777, 

New  Haven  06507  787-1518 

Lesbian  Rap,  New  Haven,  148  Orange  St., 

New  Haven  06510  436-0645 

Lesbians,  Wesleyan,  c/o  Women's  Center, 

Box  WW,  Wesleyan  Sta., 

Middletown  06457  347-941 1 

MCC/Hartford,  P.O.  Box  514, 

Hartford  06101  232-5110 

MCC/New  Haven,  P.O.  Box  1273, 

New  Haven  06505  436-8945 

So.  Conn.  Org.  for  Human  Rights, 

P.O.  Box  3792,  New  Haven  06525  562-1007 

Women's  Center,  Hartford,  57  Pratt  St., 

Rm  301,  Hartford  06103  525-2382 

Women's  Center,  Manchester  Community 
College,  P.O.  Box  1046,  Manchester 
06040  646-4900 

Women's  Center,  UConn,  Box  U-1 18, 

Storrs  06828  486-4738 

Women’s  Center,  Wesleyan,  Box  WW, 

Wesleyan  Sta.,  Middletown  06457  347-941 1 

Women's  Liberation  Center,  New  Haven, 

1 48  Orange  St.,  New  Haven  06510  436-0645 

Yalesblans,  P.O.  Box  2031,  Yale  Sta., 

New  Haven  06520  436-8945 

NEW  YORK  (CITY)  (Area  Code  212) 

All  The  Queens  Women,  36-23  164th  St., 

Flushing  11358  359-9204 

Ass'n  of  Gay  Social  Workers, 
c/o  Gay  Switchboard  Message  Center, 

110  East  23rd  St.,  Suite  502, 10010  777-7697 

Chelsea  Gay  Association 
164W21stSt.  #1979  10011 
Church  of  the  Beloved  Disciple, 

348  W.  14th  St.,  10004  242-6616 

Dykes  &  Tykes 

Room  502,  110  E.  23rd  St.  10010 
Dykes  &  Tykes  Legal  Custody  Center, 

Rm  502, 110  E.  23rd  St.,  NYC  10010  777-8358 

FOLKS  (Friends  of  Little  Kids  989-6653 

Gay  Activists  Alliance, 

P.O.  Box  2,  Village  Station  677-0237 

Gay  Lawyers  &  Law  Students'  Group 

Postal  Address:  Law  Group  P.O.  BOx  1899 
Grand  Central  Station  10017  628-8532 


26  Ninth  Ave.  (at  W.14  St.) 


Gay  and  Lesbian  Blind,  110  East  23rd  St. 

Suite  502,  NYC  10010 
Gay  People  in  Health  Care 
74  Grove  St.  Rm  2RW,  10014  499-1453 

Gaysweek,  21 6  W.  1 8th  St.  1 001 1  929-7720 

Gay  Switchboard  777-1800 

Gay  Teacher's  Association,  204  Lincoln 

PI.,  Brooklyn  11217  789-8176/499-1060 

Gay  Women’s  Alternative, 

4  W.  76th  St.  10023  532-8669 

Gayellow  Pages 

P.O.Box  292,  Village  Sta.  744-2785 

Integrity-Episcopal  Gay  Society, 

GPO  Box  1549, 10001  989-6653 

Lambda  Legal  Defense,  P.O.  Box  5448, 

Grand  Central  Sta.,  10017  532-8197 

Lesbian  Herstory  Archives, 

P.O.  Box  1258,  10001 

Lesbian  Switchboard  741-2610 

243  W.  20th  St.  10010 

MCC/NY,  201  W.  13th  St.,  10011  242-1212 

Mirth  and  Girth  Club  734-7748 

National  Coalition  of  Gay  Activists, 

P.O.  Box  A-711,  Grand  Central  Sta.,  10017 
National  Gay  Health  Collective 
55  West  26  St.  #402, 10010  725-0114 

National  Gay  Task  Force, 

80  Fifth  Ave.,  Rm  1601  741-5800 

New  York  Gay  Prisoners  Support  Committee, 

P.O.  Box  2,  Village  Station,  10014  677-0237 

Oscar  Wilde  Memorial  Bookshop, 

1 5  Christopher  St.  255-8097 

West  Side  Discussion  Group, 


675-0143 


NEW  YORK  (STATE) 

Affirmation  (Unitarian  Universalist  Gay  Caucus), 
34  Chestnut  Rd.,  Delmar  12054 
Broome  County  Gay  Alliance,  P.O.  Box  F-1711 
Binghamton  13902  (607)724-1973 

Capital  District  Gay  Community  Center  (7-1 1pm), 
332  Hudson  Ave.,  Albany  12210  (518)462-6138 

Capital  District  Gay  Political  Caucus, 

Box  131,  Albany  12201  (518)462-6138 

Confide— counseling  for  transvestites 
and  transsexuals.  Box  56,  Tappan  10983 
Cornell  Gay  Liberation 

Room  28  Willard  Straight  Hall 
Cornell  Univ.,  Ithaca  14853  (607)  256-6482 

Dignity/Integrity/Rochester 
42  Tyler  House,  17  So.  Fitzhugh  St., 

Rochester  14614  (716)232-6521 

Dignity/L.l.,  P.O.  487P,  Bayshore  11706 
East  End  Gay  Organization, 

P.O.  Box  87,  Southampton  11968 
Empty  Closet  Collective,  1255  Uni¬ 
versity  Ave.,  Rochester  14607  (716)271-6750 

Gay  Alliance  of  The  Genessee  Valley, 

Inc.,  713  Monroe  Ave.,  Rochester  (716)  244-8640 
14614  or  244-9030 

Gay  and  Lesbian  Alliance, 

P.O.  Box  22740,  Albany  12222 
Gay  Brotherhood  of  Rochester, 

713  Monroe  Ave.,  Rochester  (716)  244-8640 

Gay  Concerns  Committee  of  the 
Unitarian  Universalist  Fellowship 
of  Huntington,  109  Browns  Rd., 

Huntington  11743 

Gay  Helpline  (607)  797-3453 

(Fri-Sun,  7:30-10  p.m.) 

Gay  Liberation  Front,  U.  of  R.,  Wilson 
Commons,  Rochester  14607  (716)  275-6181 

Gay  Light  Collective,  389  W.  Onondaga  St., 
Syracuse  13202  (315)475-6875 

Gay  Men  and  Women  at 

Farmlngdale  (516)420-2292 

Gayphone,  8pm  till  midnight  (516)  665-7373 

Gay  Student  Union,  S.U.N.Y.  (516)  246-7943 

Gay  Task  Force,  713  Monroe  Ave., 

Rochester  (Mon.  7pm)  (716)  244-8640, 244-9030 
Glad  to  Be  Gay  Radio  Show  (WHRW,  90.5FM) 
Thurs.  6:30-7:30  p.m.) 

Hamilton-Kirkland  Gay  Alliance,  Box  80, 

Hamilton  College,  Clinton  13323 
Horizon  —  A  Woman's  Space 
77  State  St.,  Binghamton 
Lambda  Univ., 

Box  131,  Albany  12201  (518)462-6138 

Lesbian  Resource  Center,  713 
Monroe  Ave.,  Rochester  14607  (716)  244-9030 

Lesbian  Switchboard  (607)  722-3629 

(Mon,  7-9  p.m.) 

New  Coalition  for  Human  Rights  of 

Long  Island,  P.O.  Box  1429,  W.  Babylon  11704 
NY  State  Coalition  of  Gay  Organizations, 

Box  131,  Albany  12201  (518)462-6138 

The  Other  Voice  (Gay  Publication) 
c/o  Looking  Left,  SUNY  Binghamton  13901 
To  update  your  listing  or  to  put  a  new  listing  7 me 
the  Quick  Gay  Guide  send  info  to  Listings  Editor, 
iGCN,  22  Bromfield  St.,  Boston  02108. 


CALENDAR' 


The  deadline  for  Calendar  Items  is  Tuesday  at  noon  for  the  following  issue. 


may  26  sot 

Cambridge,  MA  —  Lesbian  and  Gay  Folkdan¬ 
cing,  Peabody  Room  of  the  Phillips  Brooks 
House.  Harvard  Yard.  All  are  welcome. 
2:30-5pm. 

Boston,  MA  —  Outhere!  (Committee  for  Gay 
Youth)  In  Day:  rapping  and  making  banner  for 
Lesbian  and  Gay  Pride  parade  Drop  in  at  the 
Arlington  St.  Church.  355  Boylston.  Noon- 
5pm.  All  lesbians  and  gay  men  21  and  under 
are  welcome 


27  sun 


Cambridge,  MA  —  Open  discussion  for 
Jewish  lesbians  is  held  the  second  and  last 
Sunday  of  each  month  at  the  Cambridge 
Women's  Center.  46  Pleasant.  4-6pm.  This 
group  of  Jewish  lesbian  feminists  is  working 
to  understand  racism. 

Boston,  MA  —  Boston  Unitarian-Universalist 
Gays  and  Lesbians  are  not  meeting  over  the 
Memorial  Day  holiday  period. 


29  tues 


Boston,  MA  —  Meeting  of  the  Lesbian  and 
Gay  Pride  Week  Committee  at  the  Glad  Day 
Bookshop,  22  Bromfield  (2nd  floor).  7pm. 


Boston,  MA  —  Boston  Area  Gay  and  Lesbian 
Area  Schoolworkers  (BAGALS)  will  meet  at 
7:30pm,  355  Boylston.  Schoolworkers  of  all 
types  are  welcome.  This  week  we  will  be  plan¬ 
ning  our  workshop  for  Lesbian  and  Gay  Pride 
Week. 


Cambridge,  MA  —  Outreach  Institute  is  hold¬ 
ing  an  open  house  for  all  interested  TS 
women  and  TS  men.  Call  (617)  277-3454  for 
details. 


New  York  City  —  West  Side  Discussion 
Group  presents  “Why  do  roles  exist?”  with 
Michele  Pouget  leading  the  discussion.  All 
women  are  welcome.  Donation  $2.  26  Ninth 
Ave. 


Washington,  D.C.  —  Gay  Community  Center 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  presents  Steve 
Endean  on  “Gay  Rights  National  Lobby”  at 
1469  Church  St  NW.  8pm. 

Cambridge,  MA  —  ‘Legal  Issues  for  Lesbians' 
is  the  topic  of  tonight's  Women’s  Concerns 
meeting  at  Clearspace,  485  Mass  Ave.  (4th 
floor).  Business  meeting  at  7pm.  guest 
speakers  and  discussion  at  8pm.  876-0215. 
Cambridge,  MA  —  Boston  Clamshell  presents 
educational  programs  on  non-violence  and 
direct  action  as  strategies  for  social  change, 
at  the  Clamshell  Office,  595  Mass  Ave  (Central 
Square).  7:30pm,  Info:  661-6204.  FREE. 
Boston,  MA  —  Mass  Caucus  for  Gay  Legis¬ 
lation  meets  every  Wednesday  at  73  Tremont 
(Room  224)  to  work  on  various  lobbying  and 
information  gathering  projects.  All  are 
welcome.  7pm. 

New  York,  NY  —  Chelsea  Gay  Alliance  meets 
on  the  LAST  WEDNESDAY  of  each  month  at 
St.  Peter's  Church  on  W.  21st  ST.  between  8th 
and  9th  Ave.  8pm. 


Cambridge,  MA  —  Daughters  of  Bilitis, 
organization  for  women,  discussions  EVERY 
TUESDAY  and  first,  third  and  fifth  THURS¬ 
DAYS  of  each  month.  1151  Mass.  Ave.,  Old 
Cambridge  Baptist  Church.  8pm.  Bring 
refreshments  to  share.  Call  661-3633  for  office 
hours  and  activities. 


00  wed 


Urbana,  IL  —  National  Women's  Music  Festi¬ 
val  will  be  held  from  May  30  to  June  3  with 
workshops,  films,  jam  sessions,  open  mike 
sets  and  sales  of  women's  crafts.  Call 
(217)333-6443  for  further  info. 

New  York  City  —  Chelsea  Gay  Alliance  meets 
the  last  Wednesday  of  every  month  at  St. 
Peter's  Church  on  W.  21  St.  between  8th  and 
9th  Avenues.  8pm. 


04  thurs 


Boston,  MA  —  Gay  Prom  at  The  Bar,  252  Boyl¬ 
ston,  for  those  unable  to  attend  their  own.  No 
liquor  on  the  first  floor,  so  under  20s  are  wel¬ 
come.  Proceeds  to  benefit  the  Committee  for 
Gay  Youth.  Guest  of  Honor:  Paul  Guilbert  of 
Cumberland,  Rl.  Donation  $3  per  person,  $5 
per  couple 

Cambridge,  MA  —  ClearSpace  Elections  at 
7:30pm,  485  Mass  Ave.  876-0215. 

Cambridge,  MA  —  Daughters  of  Bilitis.  an  or¬ 
ganization  for  lesbians  meets  on  the  first, 
third  and  fifth  Thursdays  of  each  month  at  the 
Old  Cambridge  Baptist  Church,  1151  Mass 
Ave  Bring  refreshments  to  share.  Call 
661-3633  for  office  hours  and  activities.  8pm. 
New  York,  NY  —  West  Side  Discussion 
Group.  Questions  from  the  floor.  Led  by  Nat 
Foote,  Social  hour,  refreshments.  All  are  wel¬ 
come.  8:30pm. 

Cambridge,  MA  —  Lesbian  liberation  is  back! 
Open  leaderless  discussion  group  EVERY 
THURSDAY  8-10pm.  Tonight's  topic:  "Dealing 
with  your  family."  Women's  Center,  46  Pleas¬ 
ant.  354-8807. 

Boston,  MA  —  Urban  Planning  Aid  presents 
"We  Will  Not  Be  Beaten"  a  women's  docu¬ 
mentary,  at  120  Boylston.  Room  532.  from 
3-5pm.  FREE. 


June  1  fri 

New  York,  NY  —  A  Festival  of  Gay  Plays  pre¬ 
sented  by  The  Glines.  Tonight  Robert 
Patrick's  'The  Haunted  Host’  at  9pm.  $4,  at  the 
Spike  Bar,  120  11th  Ave.  (at  20th  St.) 

Boston,  MA  —  Outhere!  (Committee  for  Gay 
Youth)  North  Shore  day  trip  to  Rockport,  Dog- 
town  and  Crane's  Beach.  Leaving  at  12  noon 
from  Arlington  St  Church.  355  Boylston.  All 
lesbians  and  gay  men  21  and  under  are  wel- 


Cambridge,  MA  —  An  evening  of  socialism 
and  feminism  with  poetry  by  Karen  Brodine 
and  Sukey  Durham  of  San  Francisco  and  local 
poet  Karen  Lindsey,  with  outrageous  bluesy 
music  by  Sabra  Dow.  Redbook,  136  River  St.. 
8pm.  This  Is  a  benefit  for  The  Second  Wave. 
Donation  $2 


2  sot 


Washington,  DC  —  National  Anti-Weber 
March.  The  lesbian  and  gay  contingent  will 
meet  at  11am  at  Dupont  Circle  and  will  march 
err  masse  to  join  the  rally  at  Farragut  Square. 
Info:  (202)  547-0880 

Cambridge,  MA  —  As  a  benefit  for  Lesbian 
and  Gay  Pride  Week,  to  help  raise  money  for 
the  parade,  workshops,  etc.,  a  film  entitled  "In 
the  best  interests  of  the  children”  will  be 
shown  at  the  Red  Bookstore,  136  River  St.,  at 
7:30  and  at  9:30.  Donation  $1.75. 

Boston,  MA  —  Bay  Village  Fair,  Church  St. 
11am-5pm.  Antiques,  crafts  and  refresh¬ 
ments. 
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Cambridge,  MA  —  Gay  Academic  Union 
presents  Charley  Shively  of  Fag  Rag  speaking 
on  'Validation  and  Invalidation  (Why  Burn  the 
Bible?)'  Phillips  Brooks  House,  Harvard1  Yard. 
4-6pm.  Refreshments  served. 

Boston,  MA  —  Boston  Unitarian-Universalist 
Gays  and  Lesbians  present  ‘Homo-erotic  art 
through  the  ages,'  an  illustrated  lecture  by 
James  Saslow,  $2  donation.  7pm.  Clarke  Rm, 
Arlington  St.  Church,  355  Boylston. 
Cambridge,  MA  —  Women  who  want  or  can 
offer  rides  to  the  anti-nuke  rally  in  Plymouth 
on  June  3rd  should  call  Jil  at  426-8752.  We 
plan  to  leave  for  Plymouth  from  the  Cam¬ 
bridge  Women's  Center  at  10am  on  June  3rd 
New  York,  NY  —  The  Glines  presents  A 
Festival  of  Gay  Plays'  at  the  Spike  Bar,  120 
11th  Ave.  (at  20th  St).  Tonight:  Richard  Hall's 
'Prisoner  of  Love.'  Tickets  $3.  9pm. 
Philadelphia,  PA  —  Gay  Community  Center 
Coffeehouse  at  326  Kater  St.  1-5pm.  Cal 
WA2-1623  for  info  on  other  activities  of  the 
Center. 

Cambridge,  MA  —  Good-bye,  Long  Voyages', 
a  portrayal  of  a  woman's  struggle  away  from 
her  marriage,  toward  the  self-defined  world  of 
her  mother  and  her  best  woman  friend.  Writ¬ 
ten  and  directed  by  Marie-Genvieve  Ripeau.  $2 
donation.  7:30  pm.  MIT  Bldg  10,  Rm  250.  Call 
492-0070  for  info. 
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New  York,  NY  —  Dykes  &  Tykes  present  at 
last,  the  rap  sessions  you've  been  waiting  for. 
Tonight:  Coming  out  to  your  children.  7pm  at 
The  Lesbian  Mother  Custody  Center.  110  E. 
23rd  St.,  Room  502 


Chicago,  IL  —  Gay  and  Lesbian  Coalition  of  < 
Metropolitan  Chicago  and  the  Voters  for  Gay  i 
Concerns  are  sponsoring  a  demonstration 
against  police  harassment  of  gays  starting 
out  in  Lincoln  Park  at  6:30,  and  ending  at  the 
11th  St.  Police  Station. 


Cambridge,  MA  —  Daughters  of  Bilitis  dis¬ 
cussion  group  EVERY  TUESDAY  and  the 
FIRST,  THIRD,  and  FIFTH  THURSDAYS  of  the 
month.  Old  Cambridge  Baptist  Church,  1151 
Mass  Ave.  8pm. 


New  York,  NY  —  West  Side  Discussion  1 
Group  Lesbian  Parents,  those  who  are  and 
those  who  wish  to  be.  A  frank  discussion  with 
Yvonne  and  Carmen.  Refreshments  and  social 
hour  8:30pm  $2.  All  women  are  welcome. 
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Boston  —  Mass  Caucus  for  Gay  Legislation 
meets  EVERY  WEDNESDAY  at  73  Tremont. 
Rm  224.  7pm. 


7  thurs 


New  York,  NY  —  West  Side  Discussion  Group 
presents  Andy  Humm  on  'What  Gay  Pride 
Month  should  mean  to  us.'  Open  to  all.  Social 
hour  and  refreshments  26  9th  Ave.  8:30pm. 
New  York,  NY  —  The  Glines  presents  A 
Festival  of  Gay  Plays'  under  the  direction  of  , 
Michael  O'Brien.  Tonight:  Doric  Wilson's  A 
Perfect  Relationship'  at  the  Spike  Bar,  120. 
11th  Ave.  9pm.  $4. 

Cambridge,  MA  —  Daughters  of  Bilitis,  an 
organization  for  lesbians,  meets  on  the  first, 
third  and  fifth  Thursdays  of  each  month  at  the 
Old  Cambridge  Baptist  Church.  1151  Mass 
Ave  Bring  refreshments  to  share.  Call 
661-3633  for  office  hours  and  activities.  8pm., 
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Washington,  DC  —  The  grand  opening  of  the 
Gay  Community  Center/District  of  Columbia 
will  be  held  at  2pm  with  Mayor  Marion  Barry 
and  members  of  the  District  Government 
invited. 

Trenton,  NJ  —  Trenton  State  College 
presents  Women  and  the  Family',  a  confer¬ 
ence.  For  further  info:  (609)  2120 


June  i7  sun 


Cambridge,  MA  —  Sherli  Sherwood  and  the 
New  Harmony  Sisterhood  Band  will  be  per¬ 
forming  from  7-11pm  at  the  Old  Cambridge 
Baptist  Church,  1151  Mass  Ave.  In  a  benefit 
for:  Families  and  Friends  of  Prisoners,  Boston 
Bail  Funds,  and  the  Coalition  to  Stop  Institu¬ 
tional  Violence.  Tickets  are  $3.50  at  the  door 
or  $3  in  advance  at  the  Red  Bookstore.  136 
River  St.,  Cambrfdge. 
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